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mite , and conſequently bi will not aper 
10 find me attempting at any thing but to.ſhew 


dar bis Lordſhip & guilty of the Fact laid 


to bis Charge, The Method NA I bave 
thoſen to manage this Debate, is t 


- 


IT conceive will be allowed on all hands to be the 


moſt, and indeed the only proper Method con- 


with bs Lord larations, both in 
bis Sermon, and in the Defence of it. And 
16% I cannbt flatter my ſelf ſo far as to think 
that I have done this unexceptionabl 
I will venture to ſay, that, if I know my own 
Heart, I hive done it impartially, . 
I have nd more to ddd, but to acquaint my 
Reader that 1 have made no Remarks upon 
= +is Lordſhip's Notion of a Church, nor 
won what be hath ſaid with regard to the 
Ziouceceſſion of the Miniſtry in one continued 


Line down from the Apoſtles, nor was it 
Hlectſſary that I ſhould. For in al Diſputes 
about the Authority of the Church, - s 


|  Clirch in ſuppoſed to be, and Miniſters 


reouarly conſtituted, arid conſequently theſe 

wo Points, as they were. only Sede 
mentioned by the Committee, ſo they are 
in themſelves altogether our of the Nation. 
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tedly, unconditiona ithout Examination o- 
fal x to ſubmit, 5 which they are oblig ed to 


— ding contra tg his W . Thi is 
all that I have taught. Auer to Dr. Snape, p. 
1. REMARK. 
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Had it boch evident from lin Be Mut the 
Lordſhip had denied to the Church 3 Authority, 
but an abſolute, unlnittt, antbpditional Authority, 
or an Authority - the Sentence of which Infe- 
riors are, jnd;ſpeaſably. obliged to ſühmit ; as he 
juſtly could — 10 humbly conceive he would 

net have been cenſured by the Gommree upon 
this Head. For 

I. It is certain that whele celthet is nor can be 
in, Men, and therefore, not in the, Church, any. 
abb we; ; unlimited ,-or- FTW TIO utdrity. 
For all Authorit which either 1s or can be ex- 

— erciſed by Mey, and muſt be lin by this Con- 
Anion, vis That nothing be een or com. 
munded by them, which to comp 


ly with is con- 
trary to ch il of God, And upon chis Account 


no Human Authority hl 1. e. no 4 Per exevriſen 


2 can oblige For ſeeing no 
an as Authon vry 0 12 to do any 
thing gontrary to God's Wil, it is manifeſt that 


every 


Injunctions, and to be determine by A n 


1 Human Authority obliges und. 
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every.and has © Right to en Humda 


©! np Whether they be agracable to Gbd!'s 
or not; becauſe it I A v8 mine 


not by ey on Judgment, but by the Judgment 


of others, whether What they cajoya be agiceas 
ble to God's Will or not, d muſt then obe) thaſo 
Perſons in whatever they command d. u. the Au. 


* hare that 
Ar de 2 # ſelf — Gato Will yr or 


i termined herein by 


ons, and not by the od of — 


the ſtricteſt Examination it an- uo nir 
contrary. to God's Will, my Obedience 
ſhall be diſpenſed with; i e. . It to obe 3 
which { it is equallparue of a Human 

junctions whatſoever ;. 4r-follows 1 that 
2. Thie Committee: thomſelves do not ee 
che Church auch at vlure, unlimited, indiſ pen- 

ſable Authority. His ſhip Ik now 7 aj to 
be of . Opinion) and the Inſtance. by 
Which he ' has (a) endeavoured ito; ſupport ls 


Judgment, I muſt confeſs, is ſuch ws Na am not 


able readily to account for. It is l ſhort chis. 
His Lordſhip had declared in his Preſervarive, 
2 205 che "thing" »which gaſtifyed. tho yoreHants | 
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| whence hs infers; that if rhis nere duly cui n-. 


ru it would-be impoſſble fon Ham to 


partially conſider 


unchriſtian, ch, or declare out of God's 
Favour their Fellow Creatures; upon am leſſer, 


© arajwdeed-any other Motive than witked Diſhonelty,. 


endInfincerity of which God alone is % Here 
the ned obſerve, that 575 2 be true 
that there is but one Conſideration, viz. I hat of wick- 

i Diſhoneſty, mich mill. juif) unchriſtianing, 
unchurching, or declaring out of God's Favour, 


a of that. one Conſideration God alone is Jadge, 


there is evidently an end of al Church Authority 
o oblige any to External Communion, and of all 
Power that one (Man in what Station ſoevery can 
have over another in Matters of Religion. From 
this Ty it ſeems evident, 1. That the Com- 
mittee do ſuppoſe a Power in the Church to oblige 
niliers to Haternal Communion.) 2. It is expreſſy 
affirmed, that the Church cannot have ſuch a 
Power, | if 10 C ion but wicked Diſhoneſty 
and Inſincerity will jaſtiſj unchriſtianing, un- 
churching, and declaring out of God's Favour 
ſuch as will not comply wick her Injunctions. 
Therefore 3. It is implied that the Church (in 
their Opinion) has ſuch an Authority as will ju- 


_ #ify ben in unchriſtianing, unchurching, and de- 


elaring ſuch Perſons out of God's Favour upon 
ſome other Conſideration _ wicked Diſbone#y 
and Inſivcerity, i. e. tho they be hone# and ſin- 
-&xre. Now if this be true, it ſeems pretty mani- 
feſt; that the Church muſt have an abſolute Au- 
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declaring any out of God's Paxour, Is oy. 2 
ad uallj ars out of God's Favour; by —— 


if the "Church has ſuch an Authority as Willi ju · 


ſtif/ her in declaring thoſe out of Ged's' Fa uu 
who refuſe to comply, with her Injunctions, even 
tho? they be ane 


ſhe enjoins is contrary ta 
God's Will, chen the Refuſal of ſuch Perſons; to 
dale notwithſtanding they were thus per- 
muſt have caſt them out of God's Fas 
bang Which is as much as to ſay, that a Man's 
being ſincerely perſwaded that what the Church 
enjoins ĩs contrary to God's Will, is no Bar a- 
gainſt her Authorit Wu it wel not 8 Aich in 
not comply ing ofe Injunctions, or in o- 
5 Words, 5 the e of the Church 
Hlelute, unconditional, and Wee Winks 


Atherhor the learned Members of che Commu 1 
tee did ſes theſe Conſequences, or will now Ca 
em to be juſtly drawn, they themſelves. al alone, 

determine. In the mean time I ſhall beg, 


1. to do them one piece of Juſtice, which is 


N 710 due to all Writers, vis. To gather their 

Crab not from one ſingle Paſſage, but from 
the whole of what they ſay compared to N 7 7 70 
and by explaining the obſcure by others that arg 
more plain and eaſy. If we may take the Opini- 
on of the Reverend the Dean of Chee FAY ich, 
I think wg very ſafely may, notwithit 1 5 — 
ny thing his Lordſhip has been pleaſed to 0 all 


to the contrary) as the Opinion of the whole 


C fa We the molt expreſs Declratis 
B 3 os 


rſwaded in their .] m 


ons chat poſi! | 
to the Church an bolare; anlimed Authority, 
| (4 \Abſohute; unlimited Authority, fays he, there 


chuceiv'd, and therefore 
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6 
bly can be that they 


do not claim 


none eher Civil or Ectlefiaftical,' And. 
his'Lord(hip's declaring im his Lotter to Dr. Snape, 
that he intended in his Ayſinor to tie Repreſents = 
e, to argue againſt / ne Authority: The 
Dean tells hitn in effect, that his denying abſolure 
Authority was not the thing Which the Commreee 
found fault with, and that therefbre all he could 


ſuy upon that Head would be nothing to the 


Purpole But 1 need not inſiſt upon this N. 
Coumittes have themſalves plainly enough 

us, that they claim to the CHurch wo uo walis 
mit Authority. (e) This Right Revere/d Biſhop, 
f1yithey, in We e, Oppyfrion to certain un- 
watantable Pretenſions 3 extravagant Degrees 
of Churth Poor, ſeems to have been ſ.o far tranſpore 
tod beyond his Temper and Argument, a. I will 
d 86 further: For theſe Words do mani- 
ſhow, that in the Opinion of the Commrtee 
there are Dexrot, of Church Power which are c- 
tHavapant, and which to pretend to is therefore 
anmerrantallo,. But could the Committse ha ve 
ſaid this, if chey had t the Aythority of 
che Church to be abſolute, and unlimitad? It is 


mabifeſt they could not; for an db/olute Autho- 


rity is the hig bell e poſſibly can be 
pon 8 ition that 
rhe Church has ſuch an Authority, 0 Deprees of 
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rautable. 
Indeed had che Canwiree expreſſed themialves 8 
wich leſs Olearnoſs upon this 'Bubjeft than they 


really have, 1 — te never have imagined that 


they had any thing co fay againſt his Lordſhip 
for 33 the Clutch has an abſolute Au · 
«thority ; e this is, and ever was as con- 
ſtantly and: Rrenuoudy'c denied by all -PrateFffants, 


as the Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiatiun. This 1 


mention to ſilence, if it be poſſible, the Clamours 
Day alarming us 
henſions that our C 
I mean, who diſcover 'that Zeal 
+ eh of * ought to _ for _=_ WA 
iſhed Church) are n at that a 

53 Pore hers ſhook off 

and would fain have 


theſe 


with the 


with the Yoke of Popery, 
it believed; that his Lordſhip's oppoſi 


Encroaehments was'the main Reaſon of his 
ing cenſured = 


the Committee, This Scandal is 
is wicked and malicious. Can 
at that Which every 
on- 


as fenſeleg as 
the Cl 
one of t 


be aiming 
em conſtantly and unanin 


demn? Or could the Committos cenſure his Lord- 


ſhip for oppoſing that which they themſelves 
have oppoſed, and do oppoſe as heartily as he ? 
No; they tell us plainly enough what the Ground 
hat it was not be» . 
cauſe he had denied to the Church an abſolate 
Authority, but ALL Authority; becauſe he had 
laid down ſuch Doctrine, and Po 7 as tend to 
— Jebvert ALL - Grvernment and ne in the 
Church 'of gi and 3 his Kingdom 10 4 
B 4 State 


e Degrees ef n Power e 9 


9 Vp? 
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State of Anarchy and Confuſion. 1 Now if this be L 
the Caſe, the Cenſure of the Committee is certa in- 
1y juſt. Doctrines and Poſitions of ſuch a Ten- 
1 dency as this, can neuer be withſtood with too 
much Zeal, eſpecially when they come from the 
M.ouuth of a Biſbop of the Church, 4. e. of one to 
i -whomthe Care and Government of the Church is 
=. committed: Nor will it avail to alledge, that his 
Lordſhip now declares that he denies u Autho- 
=. rity to the Church but an abJolutq Authority. 
1k this can ſatisfy any that his Lordſhip is Ortho- 


daox, it will not prove that the Committee had not 

. a juſt Reaſon to eſteem him otherwiſe. The 
Queſtion before the Committee, when they dre 
ip up their Repreſentation, was, I conceive, not what 


Authority his Lordſhip would afterwards think fit 
co deny to the Church, but What he had then 
. actuallj denied her. They had then no other 
14 - way to judge of his Opinions, but by his then pre- 
— 14 ſent Writings; and of theſe Writings they were 
do judge, by the ſame Rule by which all other 
is  : Writings. are or ought to be judged of, w4z. By 

inter preting the ſeveral Poſitions contained there- 
in, according to the maſt plain, obyious, and na- 
tural Senſe of the Words wherein they are ex- 
preſſed. The Queſtion therefore is, whether in 
thoſe Writings, there are not ſeveral Paſſages in 
Which, according to this Rule of Interpretation, 
his Lordſhip has denied ALL Authority to the 

Church; and this I ſhall now endeavour to de- 

termine, confining my ſelf. wholly to ſuch as are 

_ | RTE t9 be met with in his Lordſhip's Sermon, 

[ I The only Paſſage that is there to be found in 

Wy relation to Church Authority in general, is at 5. 
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21. where are theſe. Words. Chriſt has in t 
Points (i. a. in the Affairg of Conſcience and e- 
ternal. Salvation) left behind, him vo viſihle Human 
Authority, i. & (for ſo his Lordſhip muſt be un- 
derſtood) no Authority to be viſibly eaerciſed by 
Men. Now tis certain that if the Church has 
An Authority at all, it muſt in this Senſe be 2 | 
viſible Human, Authority ; and conſequently; his 
Lordſhip hath; here denied to the Church of Au- 
thority in the Affairs of Conſcience and Sobvation.. 
This his Lordſhip (as indeed it was neceſſary 
he ſhould) has ,expreſly (g),0wned,, and yet de- | 
clares with reſpe& to this very Paſſage, that ge | 
as denied 10. Authority to the Church hut ab/ſo- 
Late Authority, or an Autliority to the Sentence of 6 
which Ieferzors are indiſpemſablyobliged to ſubmit. 
But is ſaying that the Church has,zo/Authority x 
in the Afairs of Conſcience and Mal vation, no more 
than ſaying that the Church hath »o alſolute Au. 
thority? —— the Church have Authority in 
the Affaits of Conſcience, unleſs Inferiors he in- 
diſpenſably obliged to ſubmit. to her Sentence? 


E 8 88.8 8 7 
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Why, ſo it ſeems to his Lordſhip; for he tells us 
that an Authority in thoſe Points can be no leſs than 
an Authority to determine other Men's Conſciences, 
and to determine either the Terms or the C ertainty f 
their Salvation. What des his Lordſhip mean 
by an Authority to determine the, Conſciences of 
other Men? Not, I hope, an Authority (or ra- 
ther Power) to know or underſtand Other Men's 
Conſciences; for this is impalſble, and therefore 
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needs not be diſputed” 


all pertinent; but then for the Truth of it we 
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10] 5 e 
zainſt. I think then he 
muſt mean an Authority to bia other Men's 
Conſciences: ey ene wH . + , 50 | 
indiſpenſallj, in every thing which is enjoyned? i 
e Link be ſaid to make the Kela tt 


have nothing at all to depend upon hut his Lord- 


ſhip's bare Word; which tho ſt may be ſuffici- 


ent in any Matter of Fact, will not 1 ſuppoſe be 
allowed to paſs for an Argument: But whatever 
be the Meaning of theſe Wards (which whether 
T have hit upon or not, I am not certain) thoſe 
which follow are exceedingly plain. Every one 
underſtands what it is to determine the Terms and 
Certainty of Mews Salvation, and will as readily 


apprehend that whatever Authority can do e- In 
ther, muſt indeed be abſolute : But I muſt intreat 


his Lordſhip's Patdon, if I cannot agree with 
him, that ſuch a Power is neceſſarily implied undder 


the Notion of having Authority in Aﬀfzirs of Conſci- i 


ence, He may interpret thoſe Words after this 


manner, or after any other he thinks fit; but the 


thing to be conſidered here, is, not what his Lord. 
ſhip's Notions of Authority in theſe Caſes are 


lot which Notions we know nothing from any 
| Paſſage in his Sernon) but what the Generality 


of Men will moſt readily underſtand when'they 
hear it affirmed, that the Church hath no Authortty 
in the Affairs of Conſcience ? Affairs of Conſcience, 
Affairs of 8alvation, Affairs of Religion, I take to 


be Phraſes of the ame Signification, and 


one knows that his Lordſhip uſes them 4s ſuch. 
Now by ſuch Affairs as theſe'T muſt conſłſs I al- 
ways underſtood, and I believe moſ}-Med do un. 
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„ Aﬀairs wherein cer bg 


ries nd k 


Jem, an conſequentiy 
av, are or Hay be NN concerned. 
his Senſe almoſt” | 


"which the 
Aub Of Aten en ee er! Aﬀair of 
wſcienve, becauſe" as theſ Actions are eithet 
Vor M upplyed, ſp the State of their Conſtienrez, 
nd their Religion will be either beter or 1 
nd theit Salvation which depends thereupon ei- 
her more or ie Jecare: To den therefbre in 
his Semſe that hurch' hath'a Bag yur: 
the Affairs of "Conſtience, is to — 55 that the 
hatch hath Authority do am A Which ſhall 
and t afl rancern or afetf Men's Conſtiences, ſo as at 
adi l to alter tlie Rate of their Conſtirnren, which 
2 Terms Ae that ſhe hath am 
ut 
1 — * nen his Lordſhip ſometimes 
peaks of Affairs relating purely to Conſcience, 
nd: wet hora it may be thought ut juſt to under- 
fairs iente, wherever they arg 
— under this Limitation.” For my 8 
ery willing to do his Lordſhip this Juſtic 
dur it how. it will in the leaft help him I dame; | 
deceive. This is indeed limiting the Authority 
denied to certain Points, but then it is limiting 
to thoſe Points with reſpect to which either 
he Church moſt have Authority, or the muſt 
de wholly without Authority: For what are Aﬀai 
lating eh to Conſcience? Why, in com 
lacing pr are ſuch Affairs as no way ooncer 
Nan conſider d only in his Palitical or Ciaul 
apacity. Affairs with reſpect to which a Man 
nay att yo this way or rat way, and yet be 
never | 
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never the better or the worſe Member of Human; 
Society. Now tis manifeſt I think, that if that 
Church has no Authority, with reſpect to ſa 
Affairs as theſe, ſhe is ahſalutely without any Au 
thority: For an. Authority with reſpect to Polit; 
cal, or Civil Affairs, conſidered as ſuch, his Lord 


ſhip denies her, and very juſtly, becauſe. tis at 


* 
4 


Authority ſhe cannot pretend to. 
* 10 {how:you that the natural and Proper NC 
tion of Affairs of Conſcience, ot of Affairs relating 
barely to Conſcience, is as I have now explaineq 
it I muſt obſerve that his Lordſhip with all hi 
Skill has not been able to bas, that Phraſe tc 
any other Senſe, without expoſing his own Conf 
duct in ſuch a Manner, as I am. perſwaded the 

very worſt of his Enemies, and thoſe, who have 
the meaneſt Opinion of his Abilities, could never 
have thought of. My Meaning will quickly be 


underſtood, when once you come to haye learn 
ed what his Lordſhip's Definition of Aﬀairs rela 
ting purely to Conſcience is, Which he has given u. 
in theſe Words (%) Affairs relating purelj to Con 
Jeiemee, as I conceived then, and do ſtill 4 art 
roperly [peaking (not open Acts againſt; Men's ow 
25 ia whrch were AYE /o T4 by any Writer 
in the World, but) Afairs tranſaited, between then 
and their own Conſciences, 4 the Direction of thei 
aon Conſciences, and of which no Man C A N judgi 
without knowing their Conſciences. Whether an 
Writer in the World ever called thoſe Acts, Affair 


- Felating purely to Conſcience, which his Lordſhip 
Lad 1 * TTY "RT THF” S Eile A | 
(Albi, Chap. I. Seftv 9. p. 1979 % ir 
OY 63” | l n fays t 


ts] 

W's ought nd: ſo'to be called, I ſhall-not-ſtay-'tof 
uire: But ir may; think, very reaſonably be 
:manded of his Lordſhip, * "what" Writer" in the 
or ld ever defined fairs relating purely to Con- 
ence: 1 the Manner wherein he has defined 
Lord em, eſpecially Iohew-cholo deflineucp ſpoken 
dis al me ied Matter of r AS 
take it, iy Diſpute is wholly about the Sig- 
Jo gcation of a Phraſe, which ſeeing it muſt be 
1SÞ&:termined oy common Uſe, it Had here been 

proper r his Lordſhip to have produced 

Ws Vouchers. But tchoryof this — [ ſup· 
0 ole Were not ready at hand, or the Places not 

to be found, and therefore to ſave himſelf 

e Labour of ſearching, 1 has * 

aus upon his own Word and Credit, that 
Fairs relating purely to Conſcience, are ſuch Affairs 
. and no other than thoſe which he has now 
cen deſcribing to us. Well then, we have his 
ordſhipꝰs ſpecial Warrant for it, that what he 
cant by faying that Chriſt hark left behind him 

o \wifible' Human Aithority in the Affairs of Cons 
Vence, or in Affairs ruling purely to Canſcie 
as, That Chriſt: harh left 2 him no vi 
Woman Authority in Affairs tranſatted between 
pa their own Conſciences, of which' (i. e. of which 
fairs) zo Man C AN, judge, N And now 
Tay Reader what think you? Has not his Lord. 
ip had a moſt weighty Work upon his Hands? 
Ne has with much Pains and great Subtilty been 
guing from the Prerogative of Chriſt, and the 
piritual Nature of his gdm. What! ? Why, 
at the Church hath zo Authority in thoſe , 
Fs wherein it is in the very Natare of the thing 


AS impoſſible 


| e. 


fomethin relating to the External Action © 


viz. That e Chriſt as: King 


end this co be his Meaning with refpe&-to thi, 
OTROS + 1n-expredis Terms: (i] As Au 
#hority or Right to jadge, cenſure; and punifh in theſih 


5 fever, Poo rams 30 Wc e which e * 


tu ] 5 
impaſitle ther he ſborld hee any Authority ! 
e s tran 
Men umd their — C any neithe 

are nor can be the ſabjet# Matter man 
nhority, either in the Church. or any where elf | 
Take any particular Inſtance of A „an 
the Cake wil baclear: For do you mean hy A 
thority a Power Uf +eting Laws ? It is maniſt 
that the /ubjett Marter Of theſs Laws miſt b 


Men, and not any — — 1 N 
which no Body knows any tung of 
— Or do you mean by A 


ne, and 
e ett Matter of Authority muſt be Men's anna 
Called and not their in, which no Mar 
can jude of beſides themſelves. This then mu 
be the zubſtance of hs Eordſtip's Reaſoning 
dom, th ore: no Man Authority: ul 
Affairs in which no Man ran ha ve Authe 
rity; and particularly, no Man har Authority 
malte Laws in thoſe. Affairs about Which no 1 Bis 
cum make Laws , or to judge in thoſe Affairs abo 
which-no Man con ugs! His has o 


Caſes, (i. e. in the Affairs of Conſcience) I refer. 
to QOhriſt, and deny to off Chriſtians of hat Rar 


ed.) 
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AN hav? a Hurbority to in Prints, is. 
kth © rr en ſen. tor kw the 


t Doubt ! But was this the Reaſon aſſigned by 
ic is Lotdfhip ## % Sermon, to ſhow that no Man 
by Laute ta judge in thoſe Caſes? Noa he 
ells us Himel and every due knows it to be 
be, that this was ee argued (1) by way of To 
yent® from the ProVigatioe of Chiti. 
' Would not haye thought that this Wee 
. which Men might indecd pak 
TIS to exerciſe, but conld not Lavfaly 
o it; Botauſe it would be an Uſurpation of Chrif $ 
rerogative 3 
Bit chat you Wy bide a clear and thorough 
ie of his 1p's Reaſoning, an to 
iis Notion of Affaits of Conſcience, I ſhall 
. W you drawn forth in its full lenge h. Thus 
Wis Lordthip begins, Serm. p. Gas the Chutch 
or Chriſt is the d of Chriſt, tie Dune 
is King; and in this it is implied that' he 
Miſa the Sole Law ver to his Subjectsg and 
Himſelf the Sole Judge of their NON in 
the Affairs of Conſcience” and eternal Salvati- 


Mature of the rhing impoſſible that am one beſtdzs 


Senſe therefore his Naga is not of 
this World that he hath in thoſe Points“ 


450 e wny l TT e any Vice: 


fedyrs of Men. A very fubRtantial Rea fen with-" 


on! (i. e. n thoſe Affairs in which it is in the 
7 445 1 be either Wgiver or Judge) And 


i. E. in thoſe Points wherein it is impoſſible be ſhould | 


k 
% 


_< Abſolute Vicegerent Authority— were” (what 


La. 
gerents, of Jadges,) “ left behind him no viſibl 
Human Authority, no Vicegerents who can 
be ſaid properly 70 ſupply. his Place—— No 
Judges over the Conſciences or Religion of 
« his People. For if this were ſo, that any ſuch 


is impoſſible) * lodged in any Men upon Earth; 
8 a ot 4 — would 3 what ſtill re- 
&« tains the Name of the 7 Chriſt, would 
not be the Kingdom of Chriſt, but the King - 
& dom of thoſe Men veſted with ſuch Authority. 
4 For whoſoever hath ſuch an Authority”. (as it 


955 is impoſſible for him to have) © of making Laws, 


« js ſo far a King” c. Again p. 15. If there- 
fore the Church of Chriſt be the Kingdom o 


e Chriſt, it is eſſential to it that Chriſt himſelf 


4 be the Sole Lawgiver, and Sole Judge of his 
Subjects in all Points relating to the Favour 
4 or Diſpleaſure of Almighty God” (i. e. in al 
Points wherein he alone can poſſibly he Lawgiver or 


lere . And that no one of his Subjects any 


more than another, hath Authority to make 
d new Laws—or to judge, cenſure, or puniſh 
& the Servants of another Maſter in Matters re- 
«. lating purely to Conſcience or Salvation” (i. e. 
in Maiters wherein it is impoſſible that they ſbould 
have any Authority either to make new Laws, or 
to judge, cenſure, or puniſh ochers) © If any Per- 
« ſon hath any other Notion— let him but ask 
* himſelf, whether the Church of Chriſt be the 
« Kingdom of Chriſt or not? And if it be, whe- 
« ther this Notion of it doth not abſolutely ex- 
*-chude alt ether Legiſhtors and Judges in Mat 
ters relating to Conſcience or the or 5 


ens © 


als. at. a. a ee ;- 
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4 God? (i. e. in Matters wherein it is abſolutely ue. 
teſſary that all other 4 0 ſbould be excluded from 
being Legiſlators and Judges.) © ar whether it 
can be his Kingdom, if any mortal Men have 
« ſuch a Power of Legiſlation and Judgment in 
« it, as it is in the —_ the thi wx foe 
that they ſhould have? Thus ſtands bs Lov ſhip's 
Reaſoning according to his own Explication of 
his Meaning! What ſome of his Friends may 
think of it, I cannot tell. But for my part had 
any one before hand offered me ſuch a Comment 
upon his Lordſhip's Words, I have ſuch a Re- 
my to his Epiſcopal Character, that I ſhould 
ave reſented the Ufage, and have wiſhed his 
Lordſhip either a more judicious, or a more ſincere 
Advocate: 22 01 8 388 
His Lordſhip will tell me perhaps, as he has 
told Dr. Sherlock in a like Caſe ; that it is not )) 
ſo exceedingly abſard to argue againſt Impoſſibili- 
ties, becauſe there are many things which Men do not {| 
fee or know to bs impdlſible, which yet are really ſo : 
But I muſt beg of his Lordſhip to name me that 
fingle Man, Proteſtant or Papiſt, High-Church or 
Low<Church, Juror or Nonjuror, Who has ever 
believed that it was poſſible for one Man to judge 
of what paſſes in the Heart of another, or that 
Affairs of Conſcience, (as he lias been pleaſed to 
explain them) can be the ſubject Matter of Human 
Authority. If there be any ſuch ſenſeleſs Crea- 
tures upon Earth, his Lordſhip ſhall be allowed 
to confute them, if he can think it worth his 


* % 
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(1) Ibid, Chap. 1. $48. 9. p. 150. Cl 
C while. 
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- while. But then I ſhall never allow (fo long as 


I have any Meaſure of Common Senſe left) that 


it is any thing elſe but an Abſurdity to go about 
to do it in the manner wherein his Lordſhip has 
choſen to do it. Suppoſe that fome Body or other 
ſhould have a Fancy to maintain that Brates have 
Authority in Affairs of State; would his Lord- 
ſhip think it a proper uy of anſwering ſuch a 
Perſon, inſtead of telling him plainly that the 
thing is abſolutely impoſhible, to harangue him 


about the King's Prerogative, and the Nature of 


Civil Government ? If he could, he may alſo 
think it proper to argue in the other Caſe from 
the Prerogative of Chriſt, and the Nature of his 
Kinodom, and not elſe : For the one is certainly 
as reaſonable a way of proceeding as the other. 
You: ſee by this time how hard his Lordſhip 
was put to it, ſo to fix his Notion of Affairs of 
Conſtienco, as to make it implied that whoever has 
Authority in thoſe Affairs, muſt have an Autho- 
rity to determine either the Terms or the Certainty 
of Mews Salvation. I have ſtayed the longer 
upon this Head, becauſe what has here been ſaid 


titions when I come to conſider the ſeveral Par- 
ticular Branches of Church Authority. And now 
when all is done, ſuppoſing that the Phraſe Af- 
Fairs of Conſcience could conſiſtently be brought to 
that Senſe which his Lordſhip would- fain put 
upon 1t, yet even this will not do his Buſineſs. 
For his Lordſhip has denied to the Church all 
Authority, not only in the Affairs of Conſcience, 
but in the Affairs of Salvation, in Matters rela- 
ting to the Favour or Diſpleaſure- of Almighty God, 
þ EET and 


will be of further Uſe, and ſpare me ſome Repe- 


| (m) Ibid. Chap. 1, ScR, 5. 1 * 24. 
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and in Matters of Religion. His Lordſhip I hope 
will not contradict me in this; but if he ſhould, 
I muſt then ask him whether he uſed all theſe 
Phraſes as equivalent or not? If he did ot, why 
then did he not diſtinguiſh them? If he did, it 


is manifeſt, that by denying to the Church all 


Authority in Matters of Conſctence, he has alſo de- 
nied that ſhe has any Authority in thoſe other 
Affairs too. But did ever any Writer in the 
World, or do Men in common Speech confine 
Matters relating to the Favonr of God, Matters of 
Salvation, or Matters of Religion, to ſuch Mat- 
ters only as are hranſacted between them and their 
om Conſciences? His Lordſhip may maintain the 
Aﬀiemaive if he pleaſes, and he may perſwade 
thoſe whom he can perſwade. But certainly 
thoſe who have any Knowledge of the, Uſe and 
Signification of Words, and any Senſe of what 
is decent_ and ingenuous, as they muſt know 
that theſe Phraſes are not ſo limited, ſo they muſt 
think that it would have been more becoming @ / 
Chriſtian Biſhop (if he does indeed believe that 
the Church has any Authority) inſtead of ſeek- 
ing Sanctuary under. ſuch Subterfuges as theſe, 
to have recanted his raſh Aſſertion, and have 
ſaid plainly what ought to be ſaid, becauſe it 
cannot be denied that it is not to be defended, 
But I maſt not paſs over the other Reafon al- 
ledged by his Lordſhip\, to ſhow that theſe 
Words, Chriſt hath in thoſe Points left behind him 
no vifible Human Authority, cannot be underſtogd 
as denying a Authority to the Chugch, which , 
that they are (») further explaines without Stop 


- or 


| 
[ 

L 203 
or Delay by adding“ No Vicegerents who can be 
« (aid properly to ſupply his Place.” That theſe 
Words do follow the other without Stop or Delay I 

rant. But that they are a» Explication of them 
in his Lordſhip's Senſe, i. e. ſo as to make it evi- 
dent that he did not thereby intend to deny all 
Authority to the Church, I do by no means per- 

ceive. For | + ©} *Þ 
1. According to all the common Rules of 
ſpeaking, his Lordſhip has, even in this latter 
Sentence, denyed all Authority to the Church, 
as evidently as he has done it in the former. For 
a Vicegerent (as the very ſound of the Word im- 
ports) is one who ſupplies the Place, or acts in 
the Stead of another. And he ſupplies anothers 
Place, who does in an Caſe ſupply anothers 
Place, 1. e. who is in any Caſe empower'd by ano- 
ther to act for him. If therefore Chriſt has left 
behind him »oVicegerents to ſupply his Place, then 
he has left behind him zone who are in any Caſe 
empowered to act for him, or in other Words, the 
Church is without any Authority. Or thus: So 
far as any one acts by an Authority delegated to 
him from Chriſt, 4 far he acts in Chriſt's Steady 
or Jo far he is Chriſt's Vicegerent. Therefore to 
ſay that Chriſt has »o Vicegerents, is to ſay that 
there are none to whom Chriſt has in any Caſe de- 
legated an Authority to at for him, which 


again is to ſay, that the Church has »o Authority. 


_ To what purpoſe his Lordſhip ſhould inſert the 

Word properly in this Sentence, I was not able to 
perceive, 10 any thing that I could find in his 
Sermon. That it makes no Alteration whether 
it be put in or left out, is manifeſt, becauſe every 


/ 
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thing which i, muſt. be property what t; and 
therefore if Chriſt hath properly no Vicegerents, 
I BE he hath »o Vicegerents. But by his Lordſhip's 
em inſinuating now in his Anſwer, that tb fay that 
vi- Chriſt hath properly any Vicegerents on Earth, is 
all a Popiſb Doctrine, I judge, that by a proper Vice- 
er- erent, he means an abſolute V icegerent ; ſo that 

n his Lordſhip's Opinion, it ſeems that no Man 
of is or can be at all the Vicegerent of another, who 
ter is not abſolutely fo, i. e. who is not veſted with 
ch, that ops Power, which is lodged in that other 
or | whoſe Vicegerent he is, and in this Senſe it is 
m- true, that Chriſt hath »o Vicegerent. But that 
in his Lordſhip ſpeaks here in a manner peculiar to 
I'S | himſelf, is plain, becauſe this Plenitude of Power 
rs is never ſuppoſed in any of thoſe Inſtances where- 
o- in this Word is commonly uſed. Thus Kyngs 
ft are ſaid to be God's Vicegerents, and yet no one 
en ſuppoſes that Kings are veſted with that full 
Ye Power or Authority that is i» God. Again, 
e Ambaſſadors are ſaid to be Kjngs Vicegerents, but 
So their Power 1s alſo limited to particular Caſes. 
o If his Lordſhip will {till ſay that neither Ning 
a, nor Ambaſſadors are Vicegerents, tho' they be 10 
to called; I anſwer, that I muſt be contented to 
at take my Mother Tongue as I find it, and fo I 
2 think ſhould his Lordſhip too, unleſs he will be 
h pleaſed to favour the World with a Gloſſary pecu- 
5. liarly adapted to his own Writings. But 
e 2, Suppoſe that theſe laſt Words were capable 
0 of no other Senſe, than that which his Lordſhip 
is would now have us put-upon them, how does it 
r appear that the former are .. by them? 
Chriſt (ſays his Lordſhip) hath left behind him no 
7 C3 viſible 


wiſile Human Authority, no Vicegerents who can be 
ſaid properly to [apply his Place, no Interpreters aw 
whom his Subjects are abſolutely to depena, no Judges 
over the Conſciences or Religion Jv People. Theſe 
are all of them independent ntences; nor has 
his Lordſhip by his manner of expreſſing himſelf, 
given us the leaſt Hint or Intimation, that he 
intended any of them as an Explanation of what 
went before. Admitting therefore that by pra- 
per Vicegerents nothing elſe could be meant but 
abſolute Vicegerents, it will then be true indeed 
that his Lordſhip hath in this Sentence denied un 
Authority but ab/olute Authority. But what then? 
will it follow from hence, that he hath not deni- 
ed al Authority in another? I think-not; for it 
may be very conſiſtently affirmed of the Church, 
if ſhe has 2» Authority, that ſhe has not an abſo- 
lute Authority. The like may be ſaid of all thoſe 
Paſſages in his Lordſhip's Sermon, where he has 
declared only againſt abſolute Authority: They 
will prove ſufficiently that he denies ſo much; but 
they will never prove (againſt ſo many other 
— Sake where he has in as plain Terms as can 
be thought of, - declared againſt all Authority) 
that he has denied yo wore. Upon what account 
indeed a Man who owns u Authority at all, 
{ſhould ever declare againſt Authority with any 
Reſerve or Limitation, is & Queſtion I cannot re- 
ſolve, without ſuppoſing a fort of Policy, and 
cautious Dealing, which I am very loath to ſul- 
pect in a Chriſtian, much leſs in « Biſhop. of the 
Church, Whether his Lordſhip has not given 
us too much Reaſon to ſuſpect tis of himy will 
be ſeen in going along. ln the wean time, 1 
%ͤ;; —(V)6 oo 
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conclude that his Lordſhip has # 3 Terms 
denied. aff Authority to the Church; and now 
whether he has not alſo denied it in every parti. 
cular Inftance of Authority, I ſhall proceed to 
examine. 6 


—_——— 


Of the Authority of the Church to mmterpret 
Old Laws. | 5 0 
Biſhop of BANGOR, 
> Have ſpoken only againſt Interpreters, to mhum 
78 1 Chriſtians are abſolutely obliged ro ſubmit - and 
ole no ſuch Conſequence can jaſtly be fixed upon this, as 
if I had pleaded againſt all Interpretation of the 


ey Laws of Chriſt, gr all Attempts towards it, as the 
Committee /eem to have infor d. Anſwer to the 


"= Repreſemation, Chap. I. Sect. 4. p. 20. 
351 NEM NK N 
nt Upon this Point his Lordſhip has always ex- 


zl, preſſed himſelf with great Clearneſs. Interpres 
ters are not ſo much as once ſpoken of through- 
- out his whole Sermon, without expreſly limiting 
nd their Authority by this Reſtriction. ' Chriſt (ſays 
11- he) has left behind him no Interpreters upon 
he = hom his Subjetts are abſolutely to dipend, p. 11, 
en / — - abſolute — Authority — for — interpre- 
ill ting O Laws — were lodged in any Men upon 
Earth; the Conſequence would be, that what ſlill re. 
de bin the Name of the Church of Chriſt, would 1 


C 4 . be 
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ze the Kingdom of Chriſt, p. 12. Whoever hath an 
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abſolute Authority to interpret any written or [por 
ken Law, it is he who is truly Langiver, ibid. If an 
abſolute Authority be once lodged with Men under the 
Notion 7 Interpreters, they then become Legiſlators, 
p. 13. If they have — Power of interpreting 
Laws—in ſuch a Senſe that Chriſtians ſhall be in- 
diſpenſably, and abſolutely obliged to obey—then 
the Kingdom in which they Rule, is not the Kingdom 
of Chriſt, but of themſelves, p. 15. Again, no one 
hath Authority --to impoſe a Senſe upon the old 
Laws of Chriſt, p 16, 

Theſe are all the Places in the Sermon where 
there is any mention made of interpreting the 
Laws of Chriſt, From whence we may plainl 

ather what that Authority is, which his Lord- 
11 has there denied to Interpreters, viz, That it 
is fich an Authority as implies under it a Power 
of impoſing any particular Senſe upon Chriſt's 
Laws, or of fixing and determining their Meanin 
ſo as that others (hall be baun to Band to their In- 
terpretations. Now this is the very ſame thing 
with ſaying (as his Lordſhip now does) that there 


are no Interpreters to whom Chriſtians are ab/o- 


lutely obliged to ſubmit; and therefore if it be 
true that the Committee have cenſured him as 
_—_ againſt all Interpretation of the Laws 

lt, 7. e. (for ſo his Lordſhip ſeems to ex- 


plain himſelf) againſt all A/zempts or Hndeavours 
towards interpreting them; it muſt be owned 
that one Cenſure as to this particular was very 
un Ult. | 

ut before I proceed to examine this Point, I 
muſt take notice, that tho? his Lordſhip has in his 


Sermon 


Repreſentation, he has denied all Authority. For 


[ 25 ] 


Symon denied no Authority of interpreting but an 


ſolute Authority; yet now. in his Anſwer to the 


as to the Apoſtles, he ſays, that they ( were ſo 


far from being abſolute Interpreters, that they were 


not at all, in any proper Senſe, Interpreters of 
Chriſt's Laws, nor did ever claim to themſelves the 
Priviledge of interpreting, as belonging to them in 
Diſtinction from the m:aneſt Layman to whom they 
preached th: Goſpel. Now if it be true that the 
Apoſtles themſelves had 0 Authority to interpret 
hriſt's Laws, it is manifeſt that the Church after 
them can have none. I do not intend to diſpute 
this Point with his Lordſhip ; for whatever 7 4 
be ſaid as to the Apy/tles who were Perſons aſſi 
ed by a Divine infallible Spirit, I am, ſo far as 
relates to the Church in general, of his Lordſhip's 
Opinion, that ſhe hath 2 Authority % interpret 
the Laws of Chriſt, The Church of England 
claims no ſuch Authority: The Committee has 
claimed none, and it is I think very certain that 
none can (in reaſon) be claimed by any Man or 
Number of Men whatſoever. A Power of fix- 
ing or determining the Senſe and Meaning of 
Chriſt's Laws, ſo that others ſhall be bound to 
ſtand by thoſe Determinations, cannot be in any 
Man or Number of Men not directed by an in- 
fallible Spirit; becauſe if ſuch a Power were lodg- 
ed in any fallible Man or Men, it would then be 
in the Power of Man to alter the Laws of Chriſty 
as he or they ſhould think fit. But an Authority: 


— — — 


(») Ibid, Sect. 10. p. 34. 
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to interpret the Laws of Chriſt, whether the 
Word Abſolute be added or not, implies ſuch a 
Power as this, becauſe if 1 am not obliged to 
ſtand to the Interpretations of another, any far. 
ther than thoſe Interpretations appear to me to 
be j#/t and reaſonable; 'tis plain that Lam to be 
determined herein, hal! A. own Jud ent, 
and not at all by % which is in other Words 
to lay, that he hath »o Authority, Hi Lordſhi 
therefore, if he had pleaſed, might very wel 
have ſpared his Abſolutel)'s when ſpeaking of Ju- 
rerpreters ; and if he had thrown them in as plen- 
tifully upon ſome other Occaſions, where th 
were more needful to be put in, we might poſſi- 
bly have well enough underſtood his Meaning, 
But as it is, I confeſs I do not ſee how his u 
of that Word can at all help to direct us to it, 
For he that can in one Inſtance make uſe of a 
Word ,which yet he means nothing at all by, 
may as well do it in any other, WS? 

1 ſhall have Occaſion to apply this Obſervation 
more particularly afterwards; and therefore, to 
proceed now to the Matter in Hand. Although 
the Church hath »o Authority to interpret the 
Laws of Chriſt, yet ſhe may and ought to en- 
aeavoar to interpret them, i. e. The Governours 
of the Church are particularly empower'd by 
Chriſt to offer their Explications of the Senſe and 
Meaning of his Laws to the People, who are 
diligently and humbly to attend upon theit In- 
ſtructions. I do not find that his Lordſhip hath 
any where denied this, and therefore as I ſaid 
betore, if the Committee has cenſured him as de- 
ny ing it, their Cenſure as to this Particular E 
2 | | | 8 
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be very unjuſt. But for my part, I cannot per- 
ceive that — his Lordſhip las ſaid in relation 
to Interpreters, Was made any part of the Char 
againſt him, any farther than as it Was ſuppoſed 
to affect the Sacred Writers. If we may believe 
the Reverend the Dear of Chicheſter, it certainly 
Was not. („) The Repreſentation, ſuys lie, has but 
once wentloned interpreting the Laws of Chriſt, and 
then only with regard to the Apoſtles. His Lords 
(hip, I know, would fain perſwade us that Dr, 
Sherlock did not underſtand the Deſign of tho 
Committee, which thoſe may believe who can. 
As to wy ſelf, I have ſo juſt an Opinion both of 
the Abilities and Conduct of that great Man, 
that I ſhould fooner rely upon his Teſtimony 
concerning any Deſign that he himſelf was per- 
ſonally engaged in, than upon Five red 
ConjeQures againſt it, tho? they were ſupported 
by much better Arguments than thoſe by which 
his Lordſhip has -endeavoured to ſupport lis 
For let us but examine thoſe Reaſons. He ſays 
firſt, That (o) they (the Committee) have left in 
the firft Paſſage which they cenſure, theſe Words, *No 
Interpreters upon whom Chri/?”s Subjects are ab- 
folutely to depend”; and in the Second Paſſage theſe 
Words, © to impoſe a Senſe upon the Old Laws”; 
which is very true. But if his Lordſhip would 
infer any thing from hence pertinent to the Mat- 
ter we are upon, it ſhould be, I think, that the 
Committee has charged him with pleading againſt 
(not all interpreting, or all Attempts towards inter- 
preting, but againſt) an Authority in the Church 
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to interpret the Laws of Chriſt. But even this 
cannot be inferred by any good Conſequence, un- 
leſs it be neceſſary to ſuppoſe that the Committee 
has cenſured his | ordſhip as denying every thin 
of the Charch, (i. e. of the Church now in ing 
which he has denied of all Men univerſally in 
thoſe Paſſages which they have cited from his 
Sermon. But as this is by no means neceſlary to 
be ſuppoſed, ſo the learned and reverend Divine 
above mentioned, aſſures us that it actually was 
not their Deſign. (p) The Repre/entation, ſays he, 
has produced out of his Lordſhip's Sermon ſome 
Poſſe where the Doctrines which are conceived to 

ert the Government of the Church, and thoſe 
relating to abſolute Authority are mixed together. 
The Committee fix their C 1 upon the former, 


and added to prevent Miſtakes, ſhort Obſervati- 


ons of their own, which were intended to point to the 
thing they found fault with. His Lordſhip may if 
he pleaſes tell Dr. Sherlock that this is his own In- 
vention, and that he knows. nothing at all of the 
Matter. But I will preſume to ſay once more, 
that *tis neither fair nor juſt not to admit of Dr. 
Sherlock's Teſtimony in this Caſe, Beſides we 
have no need of his Teſtimony; the thing is 
plain and ſpeaks it ſelf, whether he had ſaid it or 
not. The Committee have in Fatt added their 
own Obſervations upon the Paſſages which they 
have produced from his Lordſhip's Sermon. In 
theſe Obſervations they have alſo in Fatt told us 
what it was that they found fault with in thoſe 
Paſſages. Who ſecs not then that the Senſe of 


— — — —— — 
( Ibid. p. 56. 


the 


[#9] 
he Committee concerning his Lordſhip's Do- 
ctrines, ought in Reaſon and common Equity, 
to be gathered not from the Paſſages themſelves, 
but from the Obſervations of the Commitree upon 
I would beg of his Lordſhip to conſider what 
wretched Work muſt be made, if we will ſup⸗ 
poſe that the Committee found even any Fault at 
all, with every thing which they have cited out 
of his Sermon. For to give an Inſtance. His 
Lordſhip has ſaid in his Sermon, that the Church 
's Mingdom, in which Chriſt is Ning; and thoſe 
ords ſtand quoted in the fir Paſſage produced in 
he e Will his Lordſhip now a 
from hence, that thoſe Words are cenſured by 
he Committee? Why then he muſt make the 
ommittee affirm that Chriſt is not Ring in the 
hurch, i. e. in his own Mingdom. But his Lord- 
ſhipſaw the injuſtice of fathering upon the Com- 
ittee ſuch an Abſurdity as this, and therefore 
is in effect oWn'd that theſe Words were not 
et down with an intention to find fault with 
hem, but only as an Introduction to what follow'd 
afterwards (4) This, ſays he, 1 Juppeſe is at leaf 
nconteſtable to Chriſtians, I wiſh his Lordſhip 
ad, been determined to proceed every where 
ith the like impartiality, and then he would 
ave ſpared one Complaint at leaſt, which, were 
here any — Ground for it, would very hi hly 
ave reflected upon the honour of the Commrtee, 
The Committee had cited his Lordſhip as affirms 


(4) Ibid, Zelt. 3. p · 27. 
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ing that the Sanctions of Chriſt's Laws, are not the 
Rewards of this World ; not the Offices or Glories of 
this State; not the Pains of Priſons, Baniſhments, 
Fines, or any leſſer and more moderate Penalties ; 
nay not the much leſſer negative Diſcouragements that 


belong to Human Society). Hereupon his Lordſhip 
— out with great Aſtoniſhment. . Here 
indeed I confeſs my ſelf at a loſs what to ſay to Chri- Ne 
ſtians and Divines. For if this matter of Fact jo... 


evident in the Goſpel, is not plain and unblameable 
in their Eyes, what can I think of &c! My Lord In 
I entreat your Patience for a moment. The 
Anfwer which you are ſo much at @'Lofs to 
find, is ready at Hand. The Committee own the fh 
Fatt ; but they like not the Conſequence hielt 
you are pleaſed to draw from that Fact. Chriſt, 
fay you, annexed no worldly Santtions to his 
Lams: very true; but what follows? Why that 
therefore it is unlawful, for the Civil Magiſtrate 
to add worldly Sanctions, 1. e. to encourage Re- 

ligion, and diſcourage the contrary by Temporal 
Methods. This, my Lerd, is'the Conſequence 
which you would draw from that Piece of Hi- 
ſtory, and it is this Conſequence, and this only, 
for which you are cenſured by the Committee. 

I have produced this only as another Inſtance, 
to ſhow how neceſſary it is that we have re- 
courſe to the Obſervations of the Committee, to 
find out their Senſe of his Lordfhip's Aſſertions 
and conſequently, that the leaving in theſe Words, 
No Interpreters upon whom his (Chriſt's) 
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bjects are abſolutely to depetid” H. is no At- 
ment that they found an)) Fault with thoſe 
ords, much leſs that they cenſure them as de- 
ing any thing, which they judged ought to be 
firmed of the Church in all Ages. I do not fay 
at the Committee have found no Fault with theſe 
ords, for T ſhall preſently ſhow the contrary; 
d in order to this, and to the clearing up of 
e whole Matter, I ſhall conſider what the Con. 
tree have faid in their Obſervations concerning 
Hterpreters. 
In the three firſt Obſervations, every one knows 
ere is not one Word about Interpreters, though 
ere is about judging, cenſuring, and puniſhing. 
the Fourth, the Committee ſays thus, Whether: 
ſe Paſſanes exclude the Sacred Writers as well at 
rs, from making Deciſions, and interpreting the 
aws of Chrift, your Lordſhips mill juage by a Paſ« 
ge Page 12. Nay, whoever hath an abſolute 
Authority to interpret any. written or ſpoken . 
Laws, it is he who is truly the Lawgiver, Oc. 
is Lordſhip thinks it (s) evident, that in this 
ſervation the Committee cen ſure the Paſſages be- 
produced as excluding others from interpreting 
e. from all Attempts towards interpreting) the 
ws of Chriſt, But this is impoſſible. For 1/f. 
e Paſſages before produced, and here referr*d 
k to by the Committee, do all of them evident- 
and notoriouſly, to the Eye and Underſtand- 
of every common Reader, relate only to inter- 
ting with Authority; and therefore could not 
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be cenſured by the Committee, as denying to ani 
all interpreting, or all Attempts towards inter pretingi 5; 
as his Lordſhip ſuppoſes. 24), The interpret 
here mentioned, and which they oppo T { 
Lordſhip has denied to the Apoſtles as well as other Þ 
is not all interpreting, but an Authority to interpreſi P 
as is evident from their own expreſs Words at the. 
end of the Obſervation, His Lordſhip, fay they # 
has left us only this Choice, either to deny their (th tt 
Apoſtles) AUTHORITT to interpret the Lan th 
\of Chriſt, or to charge them with ſetting ap fi h 
themſelves in Opp: ſition to their Maſter, 3aly, h. 
Sherlock expreſly tells us, that the interpretii P 
which the Committee have cenſured his Lordſhii 
as excluding the Apoſtles from, is interpreting wi P 
Authority. His Lordſhip, (t) ſays he, would il th 
glad to haus the World about him think, that . th 
whole Controverſy is about Authority to interpreſ h. 
and impoſe Laws abſolutely— But here his Lori w 
. ſhip fights mithout amAdverſary——TheRepreſent tl 
tion * but once mentioned the 1nterpreting . b. 
Laws of Chriſt, and then only with reſpect to . pl 
Apoſtles of Chriſt, who upon his Lordſhip's Pri th 
ciples, are equally with others extluded this AUT HW g 
RITT of interpreting. Had his Lordſhip ther} # 
fore had a Mind to have argued at all pertinen h 
ly, he ſhould have ſaid (as I have — obſe th 
ved) that the Committee has cenſured him as d f 
nying to others, as well as to the Apoſtles, ttb 
Authority to interpret. But Dr. Sherlock has aſſi en 
ted him that they ha ve no Controverſy with hi pt 
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bpon this Point, but'with teſpeck to tlſe Apple 
= "And it ig certain, that the mahner iw 
wich the Committee ha ve here expreſſetl! theft” 
ſelves; does not in the leaſt argue the contrary; 
= the Committee miglit very conſiſtently with 
of Speech: ſ % That His Lardſhip had 
the 7 ſtles as BL is others} fron ar A 
thority to horny when yet tlie on hung they 
thought blameable; was} that he W 4 
the Helen, I indeed the Eimmirtce had ſaid wit 
his Lordſhip" has made chem 10 fay; 2 
had been otherwiſe: + For ſpea * 
Place, he fa e eee ag * 
ſeem to r &r fot as # Poiyt plain from the fer oregoing 
Paſſages; an um Shljet of them K 4 that 
thoſe 'Paſſagies "exclude pg r Apoſtles 
te —— int erprevin the e ut Ae IE 


eee þ of Complain 
Lore with his ho Lordi his Adverfos have not 
ſent thought fit tofer Gen l his Senſe in his own : 
ns i but in hei, and then arguedd ag inſt iamas t 


to if pleaſed; But I appeal even to his Friend W 
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Pri ther the moſt unfair 748170 that ever vet en- 
THY gaged'with his Lordſhip, has ever given him 


ther # more juſt Occaſion for fich Complaint} thatr 
inen he has'now'giver 'the Committee. cs That which 
obſe the 1 to ca Point un m the 


fo compared wi 
ner ing —— FIG "her bis Lordſhip 
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f 34 11 
ſer to as Peint plain, i, That 1 excluded 
aher, ail #88 the: Apples, and thus he perpetually 
repreſeri6s7 their, Meanipg- But do, theſe two 
Sentences gen vey the ſamme Ideas? I. ic che ſame 
thing t ay that % Apoſtles are . from 
ierpteting g. wall agen, and t 1 5 198 
It-is noteiopk that it ic nt. For the former W a 
of # peaking ſuppl ſes it 4 plajs th that he, Apoſtlps:and 
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es had; andicenſure: has . hus Lordſhip, Jeden denying 

in rah, and do them H This Gale they 
in LA 2. (as well as the Caſe of the Church in ge- 
When they f 


Mea e 


their Own foul Dealing; 80 that their 


his Complaints; of Injuſtice. Now if iu the nent 


Committee mus to charge and cenſure his Lordſhif 
as denying to the Apoſtles an Authority to interprer 
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Whether the Apaſtles had or had not any A 


. Lordſhi 8 Sermon, that they had nat ſuchꝭ an A. 
110 0 I ſhall leave to be difpure between hi 
Lordſhi 
the Committee have ſup 


in the Argfles, and that his Lordſhip has eta 
ded them from this Authority, and that this w. 


bound wich thoſe Paſlages in his Lordſhip's Ser 


bore in this Point (excepting only the Caſe of the 
-Apoftter x perfect Agreement between his Lord 


L 367]; "I $20 STE 
Teaving 
ia theſe Words is ſo far from being an Argument 
that the 'Commitree intended any ſuch Oharge 
againſt his Lordſhip, as he ſays they did, tliat i 
proves that they neither di nor coula intend it 


and conſequently his Lordſhip ĩs not jaſt even i 


place it be conſidered, that the Deſign of the 


there will be ſtill a better reaſon — Words 
before mentioned ought not to have been left oui 
For his Lordſhip, I preſume, will not ſuy, that 
the Meaning of the Committee would have bee. 
better explained, and more Juſtice done t him by 
leaving out thoſe; very Words, which contained 
in their Opinion, the very Propoſition they founc 
fault with, and which they intended afterward 


to cenſuree. 17 b 


thotity to interpret the Laws of Chriſt, or whethe 
it can juſtly be inferred from any Paſſage in hi 


p and the Committee Manifeſt it is that 
ed: ſuch An Authorit) 


the Fault, and the only Fault, which they ha ve 


man Which relate to Interpreters. Here is there 


ſhip and the Committee. For as on the one hand 
129711 I A! thi 


SON. = 
e Commites have not pretended that the Church 
by has any Authority to interpret the Laws of 
hriſt, ſo as that-others*Thall-be\bound to ſtand 
> her Interpretation: So on the other hand his 
ordihip will not deny, nor have the Committee 
enſured him as denying, that the Governours 
tke Church ought, according to the beſt of 
air Abilities, to explain Chriſt's Laws to the 
eople, and that the People are in Conſcience 
ound particularly to attend upon their Inſtructi- 
Was, and to receive them ſo far as they. find them 
be agrerable to the Will of Chriſt. There is 
o Medium between theſe two Methods; and 
7 5 agree . — tlat 5 is 
freed from the "whole Charge of ſahing any thing 
t what ought to be ſaid of the Amhorky f 
= Scripture (ſo far I mean as it con- 
erns the Church in all Ages) if it may properly 
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e ſaid that a Man is from the Charge of ſay- 
ig that, with Which in Truth he was never 
ed u . 1 LL AST 1 
e 
Df the” Authority of the Church to make 


new Laws, 


Biſhop of BANGOR, 


F by an Authority to act for him (Chriſt) you 
man an abſolute Authority to make new Laws 
relating to the Eternal Salvation of Chriſtians, 
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neither is nor ever was. claimed by Proteſtants, 
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aud binding their Conſeiences abſolutely 3:1, do inhaler 
maintain that hs bath left ne ſuch abſolute; Authorit 
in any Man or Men —— But if gon mean; am thing 
1 Authority to oft fre hot you tm I buvt 
expreſſed no, more againſt it thin you. Answer tc 
Dr. Snape, p.20, 21. In the, C 7 of Mpoſed 
Terms f Communion, I have: apainf 
nothing bat the abſolute indiſpenſable Obligation — 
Chri ang voce t0 chews right: or Wrongy wet 
out "We ga * "diem 1m 
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which his, Lord oF a 8 in 1 theſe P 
that Chriſt hath not left 2 — Ae 


ſee is ſuch an Authority of in N 5 Laws, as obli- 
ges Chriſtians to ſubmit to thoſe Laws ah ſolately, 
or without exam firſt of all, whether — is 
commanded thereby be agreeable, or no agreeable, 
to the Will of Chriſt, i. e. whether they « Contra- 
dict or do not contradict any Law ot Precept 
contained in the Goſpel, I have already obſer- 
ved under the firſt Head, that ſuch an Authority 


and that therefore this neither was nor can be 
2 Matter of Debate between his Lordſhip and 
his Adverfaries, and particularly not between 
bis Lordſhip and the cane What I have 
NOW 


. d a nA] a 0 . 
Fo to i this: at ut 
vs Th the Chart ee 11 N 4 
Wor 5 we Laws ih, 1 5 peak 10 

fo 


e Mai rs 1 left nndetermine 1 5 
this 


or in Matters concerning ' Whic 
8a 0 


4 ce e Ihe ma kde 


0 50 8 5 100 05 Ry 60 


ute. e fehle bels dag; the 
has 1 16 nothi We A} 
Very. ex ent, and Even hecellary 8 eh; 
thing 85 determ aus 
2 
mends, n 2 0 
pteſerped in exe 10 | oa 
Now this Right of po. 155 25 
nies relating re 25 
dſhip dedares 5 65 of -t he Hon 3 5 
Een that he does not argue B's 1. E. 1 | 
poſe that he does not de whom is i 
e he does not deny e hol iy wor 
V NONE migh ri uppole, 
But Fate Ok his Lordiſ y 2 oh 7 
Himſe 5 ; ere ſeems, to be more is 5 to pork | 
clude his. Meaning to be, that he denles it got | 
M0 the Ciuil Magiſtrate, If, ys he, 4 any one W 
ority INFER FROM H that I argue ag 1 5 © 
Les % Right of appointing, This Paſſ; 1005 Nes 
n be as added as a . te hreveis his Reader 
andi from drawing a wrong Inference. from What he 
_—— had been _ Fg Ws And N it i. | 
ow 77 Ap had been d (peaking V y, he 
o Ai four Pages bet 22 1 0 


be Ik 75 5 


— 2 


bk 


| af h 
duch fl 1 1 


24101 1 (] n. 


„ . 49 

this, place vi r * the Civil Mes 
eras "as. nd ba: 9 700 Tem oral Sanct ion 
105 Way of 55 It muſt there be with 

the Civi Magiſtrate that his Lordſhip 


5 6 t. he does not argue againſt a, Ri 
LEN ime, Place, and (on bibs rg 
to religious bin becauſe elſe his Caution will 
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i e $ of the Civil Magiſtrate 
i Re other i Sins 1 770 255 find it 1071 hard 
7 ta believe that it is his Lordſhip's real 
e 0n,..t 477 Rich there is i» Men to 
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ont e, er id Herent Matters 
elip ion, it 195 f Ma wiſtrate, and not 
4 7 C reh But T-ſhall Ake no farther En- 
Aulries into. 65 fende Either his Lordſhip 
will 0 90 1 be in the Church, or be 
Wi 9 ie MY lb he even n now denſes to 
ch all 12 iNative Authority. If the 
10 5 . rants h 8 . Tick Authority in this 
eſpe& as we deſire; him * her; and ſo 
We are agreed alſo upon this art of the Con- 
kroverſy.”- 
Bin how well ever we may agree with his 
Lordſhi 51 ith reſpect t o What he has faid in theſe 
Fa apes, Lear that hel we come to examine 
has ſaid i hie Sermon, we ſhall find too 
to differ itt hi him. For there we 
I. CJ .JE e at; are 
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re told that Chriſt ** is the ſole Lawgi 
o H¹ ubjetts — u the Affairs of 4 ON 1 

ernal Salvation, p. 11. That it 45 eſſential to it 
the Church) char Chriſt humſelf be the ſole Laws. 
giver — #n all Points relating to the Favour or 

iſpleaſure of Almighty God, That all his Subjes 
— are e Wi jects t him, and that none of 
them any more than another bath, Authority —— 10 
make.new Laws —— in Matters relating. purely. 
to Conſcience or Salvation, That the Notion of the 
Church's being the, K/ngdom of Chriſt, doth abſo+ 
lutely; exclude all other Legillatgrs —— in Marr 
ters Yelating to Conſcience or the, Favour, of God: 
And that the Church cannot be Chriſt's Kingdom, 


. 


a am mortal Men heve ſuch a Poner of Legillation, 


vil Mas 


S 


* 
1 


16. Theſe, as every one knows, are lus. Locd- 
ſhip's own Words, which I doubt ſound. ve 
differently in the Ears of moſt Men, from theſ 
No. Man has ſuch an Authority of impoſing La 
4: that Chriftians fhall be obliged. to fam, to choſe 
Laws, right or wrong, without examining whether 
what is enjoined thereby be agregable to the Will of 
Chriſt. For in theſe Paſſages his Lordſhip has 

Heclared ab/olutely, that there are no other Lange: 
vers in the Affairs of Conſcience or Salvation, . e 
in the Affairs of Religion, bat Chriſt, Now i 
this be true, it ſeems plain that the Church hath 
not only »o Authority to make new Laws. abſor 
7 * but »o Authority to make a new Laws 
at all,. a TS why _— * | 
I ban think of but two Ways by which bi 
Lordſhip can poffibly endeavour to get clear 
this args 5nd theſe are, by ſaying either, 1, 
That making Laws about Matters indifferent 
| | 4. % I 1 f CIAL # "8 . . which | 


64 
(which are confeſſedly the only M in, 
which the Church has Authority to 855 Laws) 
is not making Laws in Matters « 5 ir cience, Sal- 
vation, or Religion: Or, 240), ws Wh e 
55 Authority ee, * 2 ls the A 1 
ity of the Chörch i False ed to be) 
perly vis Laws, and 985 chende 
Wav, Authority of making 2 0 is exerciſed 
by the Church, CHriſt is ſtill properly ſole 115 
flator. The fame. of theſe 9001 et 
Lordſhip tas Acruahy atrempred, but (as T haye 
already thewn) wirt ſuch bad. Succeſs, ke 15 
17 rn forced to give us bh a Notion 0 
of Conſcienre, as makes all that he has 1 
is Subject an entire Piece of — 1. 


fay What. Affairs of Co 0 8h act 


— 


pon. 


to His Lordſhip, are mille uch A 10 5 a5 
neirhet are nor. 15 be the 906 Matter of 4 
Himes Authority; ſo that it "(com his 00 Thi 
bas alf this while been taboiirid to prove, 0 
* Man upon == has Al ority to. take e 
ws about ſuch M latters, about whith | it 1S $29 
the tature of tlie thing im dolle that any 
ſhould have Authoihy to chte Laws s 10 : 
1 wh of Inference from CHI. Prerogative | ö 
Iwill be 101 juſt to his Lordſhip as to aſſure ni 
that before he told me ſo, 1 fever did think, 1 
meanly of his Performance as to ima e this to 
eaning, and! believe tiat there = 
that Perſon now living who underſtood him;af- 
ter this manner. And therefore I ſhould adviſe 
tis Lordſhip to look out for fome other Notion 
of Affairs of Conſcience, 15 1 not ſenſible that 
2 Nation he can polfibiy fix we, Will li bs 
| v 
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. wherhe — 


3 yet they are n 


ten 
ns the Purpoſe. His Eordihip ma E 
again and again if he that t 
Plate, and Cz irc uces of reiigeous We * 
not Affairs of Religion; but the World, I faney 
will Rl by jeve that they are, becauſe they ha 
bern ever called by that Name. He may telt 
us that no / 


different Matter in Religion is an 
iencu, but others will till be e 
liberty, to ek that-they urs 4 


— pe. 

not. His therefdre, ng, Think, can _ 

for. 20 Advantage from hi Pleu; and as to 

2 ir Is ſo pitiful à one, that: I Feen 

» Bu Tho it be true that Laws made by . 

ok derived from are ae i Cee 
ſo 


(Law, 
but that they are alſo 3 
they are immediately enacted; hes 1 
becauſe they become Chri/f's Lans no otherwi 
than by being firſt of all chers. Whether 
ip wil 7 5 to this Poſition, I cannot tell. 
There is a Paſſage in his Anſwer to Dr. 
which looks a little ſuſpicious. ()) Tf, ſays 
Lordſhip (ſpeaking of Church Goveriouny) If 
their Inſtitutions agreeable to the Will of Chris; 
I obey them. Why ? Not betauſe of their Adthovi 
Wa canſe of Chriſt's Authority. 1 obey him, n 
If tes Lordſhip would have this referr' 


8 


— a al 1 
1 4 & bi 1 # 4 un Ty _——— W Jesse , F 3 
" | 7 , 
3 — as? * » * „„ i" 4 . ; 6 4 »J 


Gr : to 


| (anT] - 
to Interpreting only, what he ſays is true, becauſe 
in that Caſe (as I have ſhow-n) the Church has 
no Authority. But if he extends it any farther; 
conceive it is not. For I would beg of his 
Lordſhip to reſolve me this one Queſtion. MWhom 
do obey by Knceling at the Sacrament, or by 
# Chris Yes without doubt I do. But then LA 
1 withall, chat I obey. the Church as well as Chriſty 
KA or rather that 1 n the Charch, 
Wn render — rap s yr 
erent, whether I eat 's Supper ſtanding 

on kneeling ; whether I Pray by a Form or. without 
ws 4 Tum; and therefore whatever Obligation there pl 
1 lies upon me to do either, it muſt arife from I 
che erpoſition of the Churth. I do this there- be 
= tore, becauſe; of Chriſt's Authority, and lecuaſa of m 
% Charches, Authority, i. e I do it becaule of Il i 
| bk that Agthority which: Chriſt bath lodged: in the Ec 
| 14 ; #<,- and which, ſhe exerciſes by Virtue of tl 
h 

C 

ff 

\ 

c 

a 
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: 
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| *Y is Commiſſion, Now if there be any in the 
1 Church, by whoſe Command others may be 
{| bound to do that which otherwiſe-they; would 
— be — to do; . bee in the Churcli 
ie” who are proper Legiſlators or Langivers, 
becauſe the proper N * Legiſlative Pour, 
is, when there ariſes an Obligation to do any thing 
_ #mmedately from the Will or Command of another. 
| It matters not here to conſider how it comes to 
paſs, that thoſe Perſons have a Power of oblig- 
I jng others by their commands; for this is inqui- 
ji ring, not whe 
a war mean they are ſo, which let them be what 


ther they be indeed Lamgi vers, but 


[yl they will, it alters not ths caſe. If any . 
| 01 N Has 
bl | 

4 


1 
as this Power orHi,,Ü ] in Himſelf, J. e. ee 
enentiy of another, he is then orlginν or ind. 
pentlently a'Lawgiver: If he has ir not in himi/e 
— nd anot har tho; he is not IN or iu 
endently'; yet ſo long ae 
is properly a Laupivert Upon ſuppofitlon there. 
D Chriſt has given to Men an Authority 
to nate Laws in any Affairs, Chriſt will indeed 
be ſole original or Independem Lawygiver in his 
Churel: But he will not berub/olazely ſole La- 
giver, becauſe lis has appointed orber Lawgivers 
wnder; Or in ſubordinationm to him. Bult 
[124 Juppoſe chat ir wete conſiſtent with Fro 
priety of Speech to ſay, that Ohriſt is he 
Lengiver in his Church upon this account; d 
beuauſe All Authority which the Church Has td 
make Laws, is derived from him, and that it is 
in this'Sexſe only, that his Lordſhip hath affirm- 
ed, that no Man hath Authority to make Laws in 
daha, Author in bon. een e 
this Authority i himſelf, Or : o 
Chriſt. Upon this Sc ppoldied, His Lordſhip will 
indeed be cleared from ſaying aty'. thingobut 
lat ought to be ſaid; but then he will be mads 
to have talen a great deal of Pains, in oppoling 
à Doctrine which no Body maintains. For 
ever taught or ima 1 9 — gr 
any Authority i berſelf, or unden, Iv 
Chriſt s / Beſides, -chis' Plea is inconſiſtent will 
his Lordſhip's own Defence: he is charged w i 
denying to the Church 4 Authority to make 
nem Lum. Hereupon he declares that he hath 
oppoſed d Authority, but an abſoture Autfibiity- 
eee e ee * | 
* 4 | n 


21. | 

v0 Man hath Autluriꝶn to make Laus in the AG 
fairs of Conſcience ,/he:had meant that no Man 
br —_— enaently on Chriſt an Authority to make 

is manifeſt that he could not; Fon it 

is curtain, and his N doubtleſs on, 
that independently on ene rk wo any 
Man, or Men, not only no ute ority 
ta make Laws in the Affairs of Conſcience, but 
be e, thus i bub by 

It is evident that 
that no Man hath Authority to make new Laws 
muſt meah chat Chi hath given no Man Au- 
thotity to make new Laws, and — 
manner by which his Lordſhip hath ev 
expreſſed himſelf; does . fullicient 
Glien ſays hez hath left behind him nh the 
He 1 v7 4 e 2 — * e 
thority, 6 3 W. erms do natur import 
a derivation af Power from-Chrif. Now ſcri 
hisEordſhip/hath denied this Authority. to 
with reſpect to 4 T. L Aer: of Canſcionce: on Re 
And ſeeing thoſe Irdsferent: Matters in Res 
| ligiog about which. the Church muſt ha te Aw 
tharity. to make Laws, or ſhe/ ean havg b Au- 
— at all to. — are, — has been 
according to all common. Conſtruction, 
Bäafairk f Ut Nin, it plainly follows: chat his 

Lordſhip hath in theſe P 


ages denied to the 
Aburch, not only an abſolute lien Authori- 


y but ahligiflative Authoti whatfoevaro. L cd 
»\;Fhece- is one P — his Lordfhip's 
Semon, which Ethink will ſerye inſtead. — 
and that is to be met wich Mile 12. Mhorwin nan 


2 m Loans ru rhaſt of £ vo n+ 


Gl 


aa; ©"; wot 

6 King 10 Chrig 94 
eee 10 db ha $ Man wit han 
hurch;ſfach an Auth ey BY, 2 ene 
make Laws.whi ay hr [age = 


2 On, e 8 


70g Arey e you ſes i 
erſal, and ne a mann of Limitatian. 
ſow L think it is plain, even bp 
t either the Church muſt, have an 7 — | 
malte ae Which, oor ſaue Circamſ aste 
all be gn !ipgtory with the Laws of Chrif 
that ſhe bas a0 A neg tine ke any Laws 
2. For whatever Authority the * 
NN 
ances may hg at tho ws Which 
e 5 1089 5 VIew: 'of that Authority, ſhell 
blige n if choſe ſame Laws were e- 
mmediately by. Chriſt; becauſe Circum- B 
ances dy ſa happen, that diſobedienoe melee 
{hall imply ade 6% CHMilt. Hr 
Cucuraſtanges, can wg 1 n, that dif 
bedienge a Laws enact 0 | 
all imply-diſobgdience 50 (cw labs. it i Wan | 
Wat Chriſt bath not lodgedin,nhe uc e 5 
ati ue Authority. os og dt zr 
Nt Which 3 ay 9 ke Cine: 
ces Whigs PAL, die | 
wo Fa , en * Circa 
” 1 v v4 
langes, and no other than Ns. whigh,amyf 
our to render aw Laws enacted. by 9 


atom, The Chcumſtances are, 5. 
elt aſther eee F 
1 in * 


„ 


: Tha they 
their own fault, rp (4 that the Laws ents 
by chem are ſuch,” as they ate empower'd tot 


which is lodged in them. Wiehoat theſe Ci 
dne Church Js well as all other Eaws 225 0 
Men, muſt - 601, e, if che Church has any 
8 with Laws enatted 1 immediately. F. 
N ae now if theſe. Laws do oblige by Vi 
bero diſobey Chr 


A Chi; which ſhall be allways or to all Perſomt u 
would t 
makes the one abſolute, an 
eaſe Chr; 


| e to Wo gap an Obſi 


” - 
. . - 
: . I 


I £487 : 
| Stang ene rightly, w 


ate ſet -over' them as l 
alſo do know, or may, if it Nn Ne 


nact by Virtue of that Power of Author: 


cumſtances, I fay: s Laws macle by Men c: 
Soffibly oblige 5 But with: them aws made' 


to make Laws at all, and that 25 


thority 


chat they do at al oblige, is owing to Chrif 


tue of ee 5 5 to diſobey them, My 
hi. 

Had his Lol ip ſaid no more har thi 

That whoever can add new Laws to thoſe « 


on hom they are impoſed, equally obligarotyy | 
* en King: 5 Chriſt Nine his Aſſertic 

have been 45 For here inde 
lies the ma in difference between the Authoti 
Feil, and the Authority a ih Chureh, hic 


the other '»or 
When-once I am el that Ciſt has co 
tended any thing, Tobey: wittiout ddela7: B. 
it bei " Suroms Legillator,' and co 

tly there Being no Laws, J berior to hi 
Rich his Laws ought to uh Feed Of, 
gation Ape 

file MY 26.00 2 87 barel y-that CH has cc 
Mandedl: it. © TILT EIT 
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Fork urch. She rectivetall her Legiſiative Autho- 
ors. icy frow Chr; and muſt therefore exerciſe. it 
t be "8; Sabordinatiun v Chriſt. Her Laws: therefore, 


uſt be compared with the original Law of Chriſt, 
o ſce whether ſhe dothi not tianſgreſs the bounds 
of that Authority Which Ct hath repoſed in 
L 2 acts oy themſelves, ogy. | be e 
ightff ae, cannct poſſibl oblige me; but 
1 _ or may be ſatisfied of this citheriows 
ainly will, as much as any Law of Chrif's own 
777% diate. appointment and therefore tho it be 
rue to ſay that Laws made by the Church, will 
not always oblige as much as the Laws of Chriſty 
yet to <1 (as his Lordſhip hath in-efteQ-faid} 
that they neh can, is nat true, nor can be main- 
trained as ſuch, without denying that the Church 
ZW hath any Authorititxgggp a erin 
By this time deretdve I think it is manifeſt: 
that his Lordſhip hath in his Serman denied to 
the Church al Authority of making Bam. I am 
very well aware that he does there in ſome pla- 
ces argue againſt an abſolute Authority to malte 
new Laws 3 againſt 4 Ponger of adding Laus in ſuch 
a Senſe; as that Chriſtians ſbiall be indiſpenſably 
and abſolutely. obliged to obey:thoſe Lams. But if 
any one will infer from hence, - that his Lord» 
ſhip intended to deny to the Church 0 other Le- 
giſlative Authority, but an abſolute. Legiſlative 
Authority, he may be deceived. For as IJ have 
Fee obſerved, his Lordſhip might very con- 
iſtently affirm at one time, that the Church 
hath nd Authority, and at another, that ſbe hath 


15 abhalute Authority; 1 two Propoſitions 


REELS LO BS of | cones _ i N 
*Y are ſo far from contradictory, that if the 
=. formerbe'true, wy an muſt necellarily be ſo 
too. - Igrant indeed, that if this be the Caſe, his 

Lordſhip's Limitation will be-utterly- inſignth- 

cant. But this can be no Objection:;:becaule, as 
I have ſhewn, his Lordſhip has uſed the ſame 


F 


Limitation when ſpeaking of Iaterpreters, in 
= which inſtance it is notorious that nothing either 
WY v2: or could be I- pow! 
= uild upon Conjectures ? I wi you a plain 

1 and demonſtrative Proof, that Ys Lordſhip in 


= this very Inflance did mean nothing at all oy this 
= Limitation, and that is, that he has in his Sermon 
= denied to any of Chriſt's Subjects Authority to add 
1 to the Laws of Chriſt; without this Limitation, 
=. His Words are theſe: Al his (Chritt's) Subjetts 
ii are equally is Subjects, and as ſuch, equally withoat 


_ſ Authority to alter, to add to, or to interpret his 
5 | 1 Zam, ſd at ta claim the abſolute Submiſſion of others 


4! to ſach Interpretation, p. 30. This Paſſage is 
very remarkable upon ſeveral accounts. As 1. 
bi That the Paragraph in which it ſtands, is a re- 
Wl capitulation of the whole Sermon, and conſe- 
_ quently that his Lordſhip muſt here be ſuppoſed 
to have expreſſed his meaning in every particular 
mentioned, with the greateſt care and exactneſs. 
3. That he here ſpeaks of Laws «niver/all or in 
general, and not of Laws in relation to Afar. 
| Conſcience, Religion, or Salvation. 3. That the Sb. 

_ getts of Chriſt are declared to have no more Au- 
thority 70 add to the Laws of Chriſt, than they 
have to alter them. For 4. There is no Limt- 
tation mentioned, but only with to Iy- 
ter pretation, Which yet it was both ealy and ca 
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ir for him t bare mention'd, as well Wit 
pelt to mating Laws, if de had thought that 
what he ſaid upon that Point ought to be ſubje- 
:d to any Limitation. What ot on INE 
bf this I cannot tell; but to mie it is fo fla 

roof, how much his Lordſhip has play'd with 
ords throughout this whole Controverſy; that 
ſhall take the Courage to aſſure him once for 
all, chat 1 I never ſhall in any Caſe 
S ee J', 


Wann 


"CHAP. IV. 


7 the 8 of the Church to Judge 
cenſure, and punyfp, „ ˙ 


Biſhop of BANGOR. 


HE Authority which I 40a. to any Men, is ; ſuch 
an Authority to judge, cenſure, or puniſh-— 
as $4454 in it an Authority to make Deciſions, which 
affect the State of Chriſt's Subjects with reſpecnm 
o the Favour of God. Anſſper to the Repreſenta- 
ion, Chap. I. Sect. 6. p. 28. I have oppoſed no 

lathority as 5 it——be an Authority Ile De- 
Lo atiog which are made to affect 2 s Eſtate 
vith regar ſro the Fayour of God. Ibid, p. 75 


R E A R K. 


For the * ſtating of. the Point between his . 
Lordſhi and the Committee n us Heu let 


it he ob e PA 5 pu 
2 I at 


— ; * — — 


e 

1. That as no Proteſtant does claim, ſo it is 
certain that the Committee has not claimed to the 
Church ſuch an Authority 2» every; re pett, of 
judging, cenſuring, or aniſing as his Lordſhip 
oppoſes. For the Authority of judging, cenſuring, 
or puniſhing, which his Lordſhip oppoſes, is ſuch 
an Authority, as implies, that;thoſe whom the 
Church judges, 17 ures, or puniſhes, {hall therefore 
be. {hut out of God's Fawonur ; or in other Words, 
fuch an Authority as implies, that the Eternal 
Salvation of others ſhall _— upon her Jud 
mont. This will be very plain from the follow. 
ing Paſſages. (z) I deyy——all,ſuch Authority (of 
Mlging) as can oblige Almighty God to ratify any 
Sentence in Heaven, paſſed here on Earth—— All 
fuch Authority as . to throw Men out of God's 
Favour, by the Determination or Excommunication 
of Men. Again, (a) A Judge in the o (viz, 
with reſpect to the Behaviour of Chriſtians in 
Points relating to the Favour of God) is one H 
whoſe Sentence it is determined whether a r wa 
77% the Tokens of God's Favour or Diſpleaſure. 
Thus our Saviour is Judge. He is qualified to paſ's 
Sentence and upon his paſſing it, the Man's E on. 
dition is determined irreverſibly. And thus he a- 
lone is Judge. For what I affirm of him, I deny of 
others in the ſame Senſe, in which J affirm it of 
him, and in no other, The Authority of judging 
therefore which his Lordſhip now fays he has de- 
nied, and does deny to the Church, is ſuch an 
Authority oy, as fhall oblige Almighty God to 
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(7) Anſw, to the Repreſent, Chap. 1. Sekt. 9. p. 4 8. 
(4) bid. Sect. 7. p. 3. D. A: 9. f 45. - gh; 
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. ratif) 


ration 
(viz, 
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ratify ber Sen 
a Man's Conditiam with feſpect to the Favour of 
God ſhall be determined irreverſibly.  * 


Now ſubtr un, Authority as this; I ſay, the 


Committes have not claimed to che Church. They 
have indeed vds it ſeems toi me) ſuppoſed, and 
cenſured Hit Lotdſhip as deny ing, that a Judicial 
Sentunte, When it is nighiij paſſed by the Church, 
does affect Men's Conditions with reſpect to tho 
Favour of God. But they have not ſuppoſed that 

a Judicial Sentence of the Church paſſed right or 
wrong has this Effe&; and conſequently they have 
not ſuppoſed that God is obliged to execate (4. e. 
always to execute) her,' Sexrence; or that Men's 
Conditians with reſpect to the Favour of God, are 
thereby determined irreverſibly. ' The Paſſage up- 
on which Found my Judgment, is Reyreſ. p. 5. 
where the Commixtee having obſerved, concern- 
ing ſome preceding Paſſages cited from his Lord- 
{hip's Sermon, that if the Doctrine contuinad in them 
be admitted of,” there neither is, nor has been ſince 
our | Saviour's time, any Authority in the Chriſtian 
Church-—nat even in the Apoſtles themſelves; they 
add, jo whith-Effett his Lordſhip farther expreſſeth 
hinſzlf,, p. 14. When they (i. e. any Men on 
Earth) make any of their own Declarations or 
Deciſions, ro: concern and affect the State of 
* Chriſt's Subjects, with reſpect to the Favour 
of God, this is ſo far taking Chriſt's Kingdom 
J out of his (Hands,”———Which Words (proceed 
they) are not reſtrainod to ſuch Deciſions as are 
inconſiſtent with the Doctrines of the Goſpel, as 
appears not only from the general Manner in mhich 
he hath expreſſ ed himſelf, but from his direct Words, 

| i hank E 
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er or by: the gentence whereof © 
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15. “ And whether they happch to agree with 
K him, or to differ from him, as long as they 
« are — Judges without any Interpoſition from 


« Chriſt, either to guide or correct their Deciſi- 


ons, they are Kings of this Kingdom“ Ge. 
From this Paſſage it ſeems evident, 1/. That 
the Committee have cenſured his Lordſhip as de- 
nying (and therefore did ſuppots that it ought to 
be affirmed) that the State of Chriff's Subjects 
ed by the Declarations or Deciſions of Men. et 
2aly. It is no leſs evident that they have not cen« 
ſured his Lordſhip as deny ing (and 8 
did not ſuppoſe that it ought to be affirmed) that 
every. Declaration or: Deciſion of Mlen does. affect 
the State Of Chriſt's Subjects with regard to the 


Favour. of God. For they blame his Lordſhip. 


that he had not reſtrained his Words to ſuch Dect« 


ſons as are inconſiſtent with the Doctrines of the 


Goſpel ; which implies, that had he ſo reſtrained 


them, his Lordſhip would have denyed no more; 


than what in their Opinion ought to be denied. 
As this ſhows that the Committee are here-ſpeak- 
ing of the Church in general, and not particular. 
ly of the Apoſtles (who to be ſure neither did nor 
could make any Deciſions inconſiſtent with the Do- 
ttrines of the Goſpel) ſo it does fully demonſtrate 
the Truth of that which I have laid down, vir. 
That in the —_ of the Committee, a Judicial 
Sentence pailed by the Church, does then, and 


then only, affect the State of others with reſpe& 


to the Favour of God, when it is rightly. or deſer. 


vealy paſſed. For then, and then only, it is that 
| 1 ſuch 


with reſpect to the Favenr f God, may be affect. 
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ſuch a Sentence or Deciſion is conſiſtent with, or a- 
greeable to the Dottrines of the Goſpel, © 

His Lordſhip, I know, () thinks it :mpoſſible 
to be conceived, that à Sentence paſſed by the 
Church ſhould have am Effect at al upon the State 
or Condition of others with reſpect to the Favour 
of God. And indeed it ſhould ſeem, that if ſuch 
a Sentence has never any Effect but when it is 
rightly paſſed, the Diſpleafure of God ariſes not 
from that. Sentence, but from thoſe Crimes, upon 
the Account of which, they have deſerved that 
Sentence; becauſe if the Sentence it ſelf were 
the Cauſe of God's Diſpleaſure, that Diſpleaſare 
ſhould always follow, let the Sentence be either 
right or wrong. But let this be as it will, Men 
are not to be charged with Notions drawn from 
Conſeq uences, which either they do not ſee, ot 
will not own; and therefore ſince the Committee 
have plainly enough declared, that they aſcribe 
20 Spiritual Effect to Church Cenſures, but when 
they are deſervedly inflicted, we muſt take this 
as their (yung and leave them to account for 
it as well as they can. In the mean while I 
muſt obſerve, that this Difference between his 
Lordſhip and the Committee is of no manner of 
Importance, either with reſpect to the State and 
Condition of Chriſtians, or with reſpe& to the 
main of the Charge. Not with reſpect to the 
State and Condition of Chriſtians ; for the Com- 
mittes agree with his Lordſhip, that Perſons an- 
J«ſtly or undeſervediy cenſured by the Church, are 


—— 


(b) See his Reaſoning upon this Point, 1bid, p. 36, 37+ 


: þ Zach * 
1 ͤ 
notwithſtanding that Cenſure, ſtill in God's Fa. 
our. Again; his Lordſhip agrees with the Com. 
mitte, that Perſons deſervedly cenſured by the 
Church, are out of God's Favour, only his Lord- 
ſhip aſcribes this wholh, to their own Behaviour, 
whilſt the Committee ſeem in part to attribute it 
to the Cenſure of the Church alſo, Not with re- 


2. The main N of the Committee againſt 
at he hath denied to the 


. 
* 4 * 5 


ſtood his Lordſhip : But his Lordſhip has been 
pleaſed (upon what Account he heſt knows) xox 
thus to underſtand them, but to turn the Contro- 
verſy quite upon another Point, which is ſo far 
from being any d to the Purpoſe, that it 
makes the whole Diſpute filly, and ridiculous. 
(a) His Lordſhip (ſays that learned and excellent 
Divine) affirms, tha: Chriſt is the ſole Fudge of the 
Behaviour of his Subjects in the Affairs of Conſci- 
ence — We fay that Chriſt is not ſole. Judge — For 
the Church has a Right to judge of the Behaviour of 
Men mith reſpect, to.the Laws of Chriſt. What fays 
his Lordſhip to this? Why, that () he migh 


— — 


— — 
— 


(e) Repreſent. 6 d) Anſwer to a Letter 356, 37. 
(9) e e ee e n B 9G, of 


/ 


Es: 
have added, if he had ſo pleaſed, that every particus 
lar Chriſtian has a Right to. judge, nay, cannot help 
Judging of the Behaviour of others. From this, and 


from the whole of his Lordſhip's Reaſoning up- 


on this Head, it is evident to the Eye of every 


Reader, that, his Lordſhip repreſents the Dean as 


claiming to the Church a Kight to juage, in the 
ſame Senſe, and in that only, in which every 
private Chriſtian may, and muſt judge of the Beha- 
viour of others. But does his Lordſhip think it 
conſiſtent with any tolerable Propriety of Speech 


to ſay, that a Man has 4 Right to do that which 


he cannot help doing? Will. he ſay, for Inſtance, 
that a Man who 4 his Senſes and his Reaſox 
A has @ Right, to ſee, or to underſtand? 

hy, ſo it ſeems indeed: for he ſays, that (F) 


there is A RIGHT in all Chriſtians TO SEE open 


Witkedneſs, and TO FUDGE wilful Sin to be con- 
trary to Chriſt's Laws ! His Lordſhip might very 
well be. ſurprixed to ſee a learned Member of. the 
Committee contending with ſo much Tal and 
Warmth, that there are Men - who have a Right to 
judge in ſuch a Senſe ,as this: But it is equally 
ſurprizing to me that his Lordſhip ſhould ima- 
gine, that @ Right (as his Lord{hip's Phraſe is) 20 
ſee open Wickedneſs, and to Judge i. e. to eſteem) 
wilful Sin to be contrarj to Chriſt's Laws, was that 


Right of judging which Dr. Sherlock had contend; 


ed for, in Oppoſition to him. His Lordſhip may 
uſe Words as he pleaſes, but till I have it from 


under the Dean own Hand that he {0 confounds 
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the Idez's of Things, as to make no difference 
between Right and natural Power or Neceſſity, I 


r == 
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kedneſs, which his Lordſhip can never be ſuppo- 
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ſhall believe that by 4 Right to judge, he meant 
4 Right to judge; and that when he ſays, that 
the Church has a Right to judge, he means that 
there are ſome particular Perſons to whom , in 
Contradiſtinction to all others, it properly belongs 
to judge. This latter his Lordſhip ſa as clearly 
as I do; for why elſe does he ſay, he-might have 
added, that every particular Chriſtian has 's Right to 


Judge And how then could his Lordſhip mi- 


ake him fo, as to think that the Judging which 
he was pleading for, could be any thing elſe but 
Junge with Authority? Had not the Dean as well 
as his Lordſhip à Rizht to underſtand, that every 
one mult needs fee, who has his Eyes open, and 
judge according to what he ſees ? And was it 
poſſible then that the ſeeing open Wickedneſs, the 


«ding or eſteeming wilful Sin to be contrary to 


'Chrilt*s Law, and the notorious Sinner unworthy of 


being acknowledged as 4 Brother, could be that 
which was claimed by him as a Prerogative in 
one Chriſtian above another ? I ſhall nor for my 
Fart pretend to give an Account of this Part of 
his Lordſhip's Conduct. But his Enemies, I fear, 
will be but too apt to think that all this was con- 
trived on, purpoſe to lead his Reader off from 
the Point in Controverſy, and to pave the Way 
for a more eaſy Conqueſt, For his Lordſhip 15 
ſure to triumph over thoſe who have cenſured, 
or ſhall cenſure him, as denying to the Church 
4. Right to judge of the Behaviour of others, if by 
that Right they mean a Right 10 ſee open Mic. 


ſed 
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indeed is; properly ſpeaking, ' no Right at all. 

eant You fee by this time what is the true Point 
that between his Lordſhip and the Committee. His 
that MLordſhip ſays he has denied to the Church no 
„ in MAuthority of judging, but fuch an Authority as 


095 implies Right to determine Men's Conditions with 
arly Nregard to the Favour of God. The Committee ſay 
have that he has denied to the Church af Authority 
bt to of judging whatſoever, i. e. all ſuch Superiority 
mi- Wor Pre-eminence of any in the Church above 
hich Mothers, as will authorize them to examine into 


very Lordſhip and the Committee can be brought to 
and Wan Agreement concerning the Effect of this Sen- 
as it Nrence, with reſpect to the Favour or Diſpleaſure 
, the of Almighty God or not, it matters not much. 


For if his Lordſhip has denied to the Church af 
Authority of jadging, the Charge of the Committee 
will be made good, let their Notions concerni 
he Nature of that Authority be either right of 

rong. Whether therefore his Lordſhip has in 
his Sermon denied to the Church al! Authority of 
ding I ſhall now examine. 14 
That his Lordſhip has in his Sermon denied to 
he Church all Authority to judge, cenſure, ot 


ernal Salvation, there is no room to diſpute. 
For p. 11. he ſays expreſly; with reſpect to Chriff's 
Subjects, that C brit is himſelf the ſole Judge of 
their Behaviour in the Affairs of Conſcience and 
ternal Salvation. P. 15. That Chriſt is himſelf 
the ſole Judge of his Subjects in all Points relating 


10 


' uniſh others, in the A fairs of Conſcience and | 


ed to fave denied to any Chriſtian, and which 


the religious Conduct of others, and to paſs. Sen- 
tence upon them judicially, Now whether his 


to the, Favour or Diſpleaſure of Alnigr GOD. 
P. 16. That no one 0 9 (Chriſs Subjects) am 


| ſurings, or puniſhing others; or whether to ſay 
dear Pri the ſole judge of the Behaviour of 


 « wour of God, ſball thereby be determined irreverſibly. hs: 


| Ence, he tells us is one by whoſe Sentence it in de. 


Account does his Lordſhip affirm! this? Upon 
no Account that I can ſee, but only becauſe he 


_ 


T 


more than another, hath Authority —— to juage, 
cenſure, or puniſh the Servants of another Maſter in 
Matters relating purely to Conſcience or Salvation, 
and the like. The Queſtion therefore is, whe- 
ther his Lordſhip hath not in theſe Paſſiges de- 
nied to the Church / Authority of judging, cen- 


his Subjects in the Affairs of C er. &c. be 
only to ſay, that none but Chriſt hath Autlio- 
rity /o to judge and cenſure others, as that the 
State and Condition of others with reſpect to the Fa. 


His Lordſhip you ſee is of Opinion that it is the ha 
fame thing. For « Judge in Points relating to he 
the Favour or Diſpleaſure of Almighty God, or tha 
(which is the ſame thing) in Affairs of Conſci- 


termingd whether a Perſon ſhall exjay the Tokens. of 
God's ; Favour or Difpleaſure. But upon what 


is pleaſed to affirm it: for Regſon I profeſs. ſo- 
lemnly I can diſcover none. That a Perſon Who 


An determine whether another ſha}l enjoy the wa 


Tokens of God's Favour or Diſpleaſure, is 4. 
udge of Men's Behaviour in the Affairs of Con M 
ſcience, or in Points relating to the Favour, ot Pr 
. eaſure of Almighty God, there can be no be 
doubt: But what his Lordſhip means is, that Lo 
none but ſuch a une is a Judge of Men's Behaviout 
in thoſe Affairs; which is not true, uplels * 
N 0 


„„ AJ 
70D. e ſomething in the Notion of thoſe Affairs 
6 hich implies, that whoever hath Authority to 
udge of Men's Behaviour with reſpeC to them, 

uk thereby irreverſibly determine their Conditi- 
{ns with reſpeQ to the Favour of God. For if the 

otion of Affairs of Conſcience, &c. be ſuch, as 
hat a Man may properly be ſaid to judge of the 
Behaviour of another with. regard to them, tho? 
he neither does nor can determine his Condition 
with reſpect to God's Favour, it will then be falſe 
to ſay, that none but thoſe who can determine the - 
Condition of others, E£9c. are Judges in Afalrs of 
the Conſcience; and conſequently his Lordſhip, by 

.Maffirming that Chriſt is the ſole Judge of the Be. 
bhaviour of his Subjects in thoſe Affairs, muſt 
have ſaid ſomething more, than that none but 
he hath Authority /o to judge his Subjects, as 
that their Condition with reſpect to the Favou- 
ſci- of God ſhall thereby be determined irreverſibly. - 4 

We are now therefore brought back again to 
the old Enquiry, viz. What are Affairs of Con- 
cience ? Ho his Lordſhip hath explained this 
Phraſe, and how little it ſuits with his Pur 
has been ſo fully ſhewn already, that nothing 
more needs to be ſaid about it. If his Lordſhiß 
can perſuade any to believe that his Meaning 
was to prove, that:Chrift hath given no Man 
Authority to judge in thoſe Affairs in which no 
Man poffi®ly can judge, I wiſh him Joy of ſuch 
Proſelytes. The Number of them, I fancy, will 
be but ſmall, and I muſt beg Leave to aflure his 
Lordſhip that I ſhall not make one amongſt 
them. I fay it again, that elf Affairs in which 
the Conſciences, the Religion, the — of 

pH en 


\ 


the religious Conduct of others, or of the 


„ WJ OY: 
Men are concerned, are-Afairs of Conſcience, 
Religion, and Salvation, or, if you pleaſe, Point: 
relating to the Favour or Diſpleaſure of God. To 


-affirm therefore that no one but Chrift hath Au- 
thority 0 judge of the Behaviour of others with 


e Affairs, is the ſame as to affirm, i 
of Ne, 
M ii 
our of others with reſpect to the Laws of Religion; N 
which is the very thing charged upon his Lord- Wi: 
ſhip by the Committee, 1 
But it will not be fair to paſs over the Reaſons itt 
aſſigned by his Lordſhip, to ſhew that theſe Paſ- 
es cannot be underſtood as denying to Men 
ell Right to judge, nor any other Right, but ſuch 
as implies a Power of determining other Men's He 
Conditions with regard to the Favour of God : Toe 
theſe therefore I now betake my ſelf. And, ho 
1. His Lordſhip4s pleaſed to allege, that ſee- th 
ing he (g) denies that of Men which he affirms of 
Chriſt, and ſeeing he does it by way of Inference . 
from the Prerogative of Chriſt, he does wot, he car. t 
wot mean to deny it of them in any other Senſe but MA. 
that in which he affirms it of Chriſt— Without any W**! 
more ado I ſhall here join Iſſue with his Lord- 
ſhip: and think verily that what he now ſays, 
is as plain a Confeſſion of the Fact charged upon 
him as is poſſible. For that which his Lordſhip 
affirms of Chriſt is, that he is Judge of the Behævi. 
our of his Subjects in Matters of Religion. What X 
does he mean by this? Why, certainly thus 


reſpect to the a 
that no one but Chriſt hath Authority to ja 


th. CY 
_— x 


* 
—— 


) wid. Sect. 9. p. 46. 


much 


woe OS 
uch at leaſt, that he harh Authority to judge, i. e. 


£0 


Dine; ie hath Authority to enquire into the religious 
To NConduct of his Subjects, and to paſs Sentence up- 
| Au- In them deciſively, or in a judicial manner. Now 


ecing that which he demes of Men is, that they 
re Judges, and ſeeing he Wnics this in the ſame 
Senſe in which he affirms it of Chriſt, his Lordſhip 
uſt neceſſarily be underſtood as denying it of 
Men, that they have Authority to judge, or that 
hey have Authority to paſs Sentence upon others 
leciſidelj. What his Lordſhip hath obſerved a 
ittle before, viz. That Chriſt is in no other Senſe 
/udge of the Behaviour of Chriſtians—--but as their 
ondition will and maſt be determined by his Sen- 
ence, Will not in the leaſt help him. For either 
e uſes the Word CONDITION indefinitely, or 
ie does not. If the former, he ſtill denies al Au- 
hority to Men to jadge or paſs Sentence u 
others deciſively. For by his own Rule he denies 
Men all Authority to determine, i. e. in any 
enſe Or in any reſpeft to determine the Condition 
dt others by their Sentence. But if there be in 
en an Authority to paſs Sentence upon others 
eciſively, there muſt be in Men an Authority 2 
ome ſenſe or in ſome rei pects to determine the Con- 
ttion of others; becauſe if that Sentence does in 
o ſenſe or in no reſpect determine the Condition 
ff others, it is a ContradiQtion to fay that it is 
eciſrve, If his Lordſhip uſes the Word CONDE 
[ION in a definite Senſe, as ſignifying the Con- 
ition of Chriſtians with regard to the Fæbour 54 
od, and would argue from thence that he 
de underſtood as denying to Men no other Au- 
hority, but an Authority to paſs ſuch a Sentence 


i 
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as ſhall determine the Condition of others in tha 7: 
reſpect ; I anſwer, that the Argument does by tk 
no means hold. For the Argument you fee tt 
drawn from the Notion of the Word JUDGE tc 
which, ſays his Lordſhip, ought in reaſon to b 
underſtood in the ſamSenſe when applied to Me V 
as when applied to Chriſt. I grant that it ought h 
and I do underſtand it /o when I ſay, that CY t! 
bath Authority to judge, and that May hath not Au ©! 
 thority to judge, whether J intend hereby to den 
that Man hath Authority to determine the Conair © 
tion of others with reſpe& to the Favour of God ©! 
or with reſpect to an ing elſe. For the natur h. 
of the Sentence paſſed, and the Effect of that Sento 
tence with reſpect to the Condition of him u W 
whom it is paſſed, do by no means enter intq 8! 
the Notion of Juaging ; becauſe a Judge is on ol 
who hath Authority to paſs ay Sentence which u 
{hall be decifive, and therefore the Word retain in 
its Senſe when applied to Perſons and Caſes wherg m 
the Sentence, and the Effect of it, are not the ſame fa 


but different. Thus when I ſay of one Man hi 
whoſe ſole and proper Office it is to determii C 
Men to Life or Death, or to judge in capital C 4 

that he is 4 Judge; and of another, whoſe Offic 
it is to determine in Matters of Right or Properi G 
that he is alſo'a Judge, I mean the ſame thing by 
the Word Judge in both Inſtances, i. e. I meat 
one Who has Authority to paſs Sentence definitivel) 
In like manner, when I affirm of Chriſt, whi 
alone hath Authority to determine Men to God 


Favour or Diſpleaſure, that he is Judge; and IJ. 
Men, who have Authority, tho? not to determin V 
ethers to God's Favour or Diſpleaſure , yet ll n 


t& 1 


in mal paſs Sentence definitively in ſome other reſpett * 
des bil that they are alſo Judges; the Signification of 
ſee iff that Word is manifeſtly the ſame, when applied 
IDGEW to the one; and when applied to the other. 
to bY Wherefore as it would be improper, and falſe e- 
to Mel ven in the ſame Senſe of the Word, to affirm of 
ought him whoſe Office it is to judge in Capital Caſes, 
- Chriff that he is ſole Judge in Civil Affairs, in Oppoſi- 
wot Aal tion to the other whoſe Office it is to judge in 
den Matters of Right; fo it is alſo improper and falſe 
Condi even in the ſarhe Senſe of the Word, to affirm 


f God 


of = that he is ſole Judge of the Behaviour of 
nature 


his Subjects in Matters of Religion, in Oppoſition 


it Sen to the Church, if there be any in the Church 
1 upon Whom he has empowered to judge x the Reli- 
r int} gious Conduct of others, i. e. to paſs Sentence up» 
is on on others, which Sentence ſhall in any Senſe, or 
which apon any Account be definitive. — But with Sub- 
retain} Miſſion to his Lordſhip, I think, that there is a 
wher manifeſt Fallacy in this latter Aſſertion. Chriſt, 


ſays he, is in no other Senſe Judge, &c. What does 
his Lordſhip mean by this? If he means that 
Chriſt doth actually exerciſe no other Judgment, 
than that by which he determines the Condition 
of his Subjects, with reſpect to the Favour of 
God; it is true, but then it is nothing to the 
Purpoſe: For the thing to be conſidered here, I 
conceive, is, not what Judgment Chriſt actually 


- ſame 

fan 
ermin 
Caſes 


Once 
opert) 


ing bj 


meal . A | 
tively} 99th exerciſe, but what Judgment he hath Autho- 
, wha % to exerciſe. If therefore this be his Lordſhip's 
God Meaning, viz. That Chriſt hath Authority to be 


ind 0 Judge in no other Senſe, but as their Condition 
ermin With reſpect to the Favour of God ſhall be deter- 
yet t mined by his Sentence, the Propoſition is ut 


po F Ws true: 
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rue: For whatever Authority of judging elſe 
vcd 5 in che Church, 


there is, or can be conceived to 


it is originally in Chriſt, and mult be ſo, becauſe 
the Church neither has, nor can have any Au- 
thority but what ſhe receives from Chriſt. I leave 
it therefore to any one to conſider, . whether ſince 
his Lordſhip' hath affirmed of Chriſt univerſalh, 
that he alone hath Authority to judge, he muſt not 
according to his own Rule, be underſtood as de- 
nying of the Church univerſally, that ſhe hath apy 
Authority to judge; or Whether, ſuppoſing that 
his Lordſhip had intended to deny to the Church 


ll Authority of judging, he could poſſibly have 


expreſſed himſelf more clearly, than by laying, 
No one hath Authority to judge others but Chriſt. 

2. His Lordſhip alledges farther, That ) 
if from his aſſerting Chriſt to be the ſole Judge of 
his Subjects, you Will infer that he denies all Ripht 
in any Chriſtian Church to judge and puniſh Ofen- 
ders, you may as well, and as juſtly infer, that he 
has als effettually excluded if Civil Magiſtrate 
from puniſhing the groatef Malefactors; and that 
the Committee mig t have put this as ſtrong under 
the firſt Head of the Charge, as under the other, 
Now to this I anſwer, 1//. That if it were true, 
which his Lordſhip here ſuppoſes, viz. That 
thoſe Paſſages where he has denied to Men an 
Authority of judging, cenſ1 ing, or puniſbing o- 
thers, and attributed it ſolely*to Chriſt, are as 
ſtrong againſt the Right of the Civil Magiſtrate to 
Judge and puniſh Me as they arc againſt 
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(6) Ibid. p. 47, 48. 
the 
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the Right of the Churth to judge, and pu 45 en- 
ders, 1 ſhould not in the ſea ſcruple to — 
his Lordſhip has effectually deſtroyed both. 
2dly, I will | ſpeak more favourably of theſe 3. | 
_ than his Lordſhip does; and #flure him that 

I am far from thinking that the Argument from 
them, is equally concluſive in both Caſes, or ra- 
ther, that it is at all conclufive with reſpect to 
the Power of the Civil Mazi iſtrate, tho? it does very 
ſtrongly conclude againſt the Power of the Church. 
His Lordſhip needs not be told that the Au- 
thority of the Charch (if ſhe has an any) to judge, 
and puniſb 0 Offenders, and of the Civil Maoiſtrate, 
ſand u n two different Bottoms; That the 
Office oft he latter reſpects the Good of Human 
Society as ſuch, and conſequently, that if the 
Actions or Behaviour of Men fed or hurt the 
Publick Good, the Magiſtrate has a Right to 
puniſh them. Whereas the Church'has no Right 
to concern hetſelf with the Actions of Men, con- 
fider'd as affecting the Publick Good. She jud es 
them with a vie #9 Religion only, and puniſhes: 
the Offender, not as tranſgreſſing the Laws f 
Human Society, but as tranſgreſſing the Laws of 
Chriſt, Now it is very plain, even ſo plain, that 
his Lordſhip, I know, would be angry if we did 
not ſee it, that the Afairs of _ or Religi- 
on, Which he ſo often ſpeaks of in his Sermon, 
muſt at leaſt be limited to the Affairs of Reli _ 
confider'd as ſuch, When therefore his Lord 
denies of Men,that they have Authority to das 
in theſe Affairs, this effectually excludes the 
Charch from judging Offenders, becauſe theſe are 
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6r ſhe has no Right to judge at all. But it does 
not therefore follow, ay excludes the Civil 
Magiſtrate from a Right to judge Malefactors. Be- 
cauſe, tho? it may be true (I do not ſay it is true) 
that the Civil Magiſtrate has no Right to puniſh a 
Malefactor, conſider' d as tranſgreſſing the Laws 
of Religion, 5 he has a Right to punifh him as 
hurting the Pablick Good, or as breaking in upon 
the Laws of Human Society. This Objection 
might have been put as ſtrong with reſpect to 
the Buſineſs of Legiſlation; but the ſame Anſwer 
will. equally ſerve in both Caſes. 

- 3. His Lordſhip hath ſaid in his Sermon, that 
Chriſt hath left behind him 10 44g s OVER the 
Conſciences or Religion of his ” Now this 
Word OVER, his Lordſhip in his 4»ſwer lays 
a particular Emphaſis upon, and ſeems to think 
it will ſtand him in great ſtead, This I gather 
from hence, that he hath every where taken 
Care to have it printed in Capitals, which indeed 
is a very good help to bad Eyes, but how it can 
help the naer ſtandings of hot: who want to 
be informed what it is that his Lordſhip means 
by judging OVER the Conſciences or the Re- 
ligion of others, I do not, I confeſs, fo readily 
apprehend. That which his Lordſhip would 
have us believe, is, that an Authority to judge 
OVER the Conſciences or Religion of others 
N implies an Authority to make Deciſions which ſhall 
757 the State of Chriſt's Subjects, with regard to 
the Favour of God ; which, for any thing I can 
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tell to the contrary, may (itr his Notion of that 
Phtaſe) be true. But Whether it be ſo or not, I 
cannot be certain, till T know what that Notion 
is, which I am not able diſtinctiy to gather from 
any thing that he hath ſaid. But 'Whatever'it he 
to judge O VE R the Conſcienoes ot the Religion 
of others, this We are ſure of, viz. That it 1s to 
do ſomething, which no Man upon Earth poſſoly 
can do. For: ſays his Lordſhip, (,) there never 
were, nor ed, CAN BE IN THE NATURE 
OF THE THING, am Chriſtians appointed to 
rule over other Chriſtians ——ſo as to be Judges 
OVER their Conſciences and Religion. This is 
the old Story over again. His, Lordſhip will 
have it, in ſpite of any thing that a Man can fay 
or do, that he has been all this while diſputing 
againſt mere Ipoſſibilities ; and if it mult be ſo, 
I cannot tell how to help it. But I muſt aſſure 
his Lordſhip once more, that I always underſtood 
him as oppoſing an Authority to judge over the 
Conſciences and Religion of others in a poſſible Senſe, 
and that I never yet met with one Soul, whether 
Friend or Enemy;that had ſo much as a Thought 
of underſtanding him otherwiſe. Now the only 
poſſible Senſe in which one Man may be faid to 
judge over the Conſciences or Religion 4 others, is, 
judging: of the outward Conduct or Behaviour 
others, with reſpect to the Law of Conſcience or 
Religion; and to ſay, that no one but Chriſt hath 
a Right to do this, if it be not to deny to the 
Church af Authority of judging and . * Of= 
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adler, I muſt for ever deſpair of 2 when 
5 thi ing is ug zn and when it is 5 7 1 

4. Admitting Page do uc judge QF ER the Cor: 
5 or R 1 ion of others, did agcordin 

olt te and ( Snot Acceptation the 

Wolde, imply, an Autho fry to determine the Cone 
aition of others, with reſpect to 3 Favour of 
God; the Paſſages Where t lus Phra e 15 uſed cans 
not, to be ſure, 55 of greater Weight than "gle 
where his Authority is ore rh Fehr ex 
Terms, Of this latter Sort t 10 is One Paſt 5 
fo de met with in his Lordihip's Sermon, ang 

his Lordſhip thinks it () but « . on. Juſtice, th 
this ſhould be taken in towards e 1 8 2 
ing. That is, by Lordſbip thinks it juſt to infer, Wor 
that becauſe he has in one Place Aae to the Wm 
Church an Authority to determine the Condition of Not 
others, with reſpect to the Fay our, of Goa, a4 tes 
fore he has ng where elſe 4 a Hurd Autho 
rity. But I have before ſhown, that there 1 75.00 
manner of Conſequence i in this, Way of Arguing; 
and I can never. think any ſuch, Demand from his 
Lordſhip to be ju, till he Will, he pleaſed. to 
Write in ſuch a manner, as that We may be af 
ſured that he has a Meaning in 7705 thing which 
he ſays. Lhave already ſhown fr 1 — two noto- 
rious Inſtances, that his Lordſhip 1as denied Au- 
thority to the Church in a K Senſe, when 
yet in thole ver . Inſtances, he not, only does not v 
own, but expreſly denies that ſhe. has apy Autho- ge 
rity, I he could do this, in 799, ſtances, he Wit 
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may as wel do it in a rd; and if in a third, „ 
in a fourth, and ſo on ad infinitum ;, Now whe, 
ther when Limitations are trifled withal at this 
rate, ſuch Limtations can be any certain Rul 
whereby to judge of an Author's ue [ 
leave it to any ſexious and underſtanding Perſon 
bo e 1 0 4-261 01010 
Upon the whole therefore I conclude ; That 
his Lordſhip hath denied to the Church, not on- 
ly. an Authority to determine the Condition of 
others with reſpet# to the Favayr of God, but an 
Authority, in any Senſe to determine the Condit. 
ons of others, 1. e. A, Authority of judging an 
paſſing Sentence upon others, definitively, It any 
one ſhould now ask, what fort of definitive Judg- 
ment that is, which L ſuppoſe to be in the Church, 
or in what Senſe the Church has Authority to de- 
termine the Condition of others; I anſwer that ſhe 
hath Authority to determine the Condition of os 
thers with reſpect to External Communiovy, The 
Caſe as I take it is this. Chriſt hath given to the 
Goyernours of the Church, a Right to exami 
into the Religious Conduct of thoſe under thei 
Care; and when any one of them ſhall have de · 
parted from the Doctrines of the Goſpel, either 
in Faith or in Practice, to declare him unworthy 
of being owned and received as a Brother. This. 
Declaration or Sentence {hall thus far be definitive, 
viz, That the Inferior Clergy ſhall hereby be obli- 
ped to refuſe to ſuch a Perſon all Tokens of Chri- 
{tian Fellowſhip, and particularly and eſpecially 
to deny him the uſe” of the Holy Sacrament of 
ChriſPs Body and Blood. And farther; that all 
nferiors, both Clergy _ Liity, ſhall be bound 
4 
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(fo far as the Circumſtances of the World will Abe. ic 
permit) to avoid his Company, unleſs it be to ad. Nacco 
moniſh and make him better, Thus the Man's Nexpt 
Condition with reſpect to External Communion, is I a 
determined by the Church. And if thus much I com 
at leaſt be not implyed under the notion of Ex. ¶ che. 
tommunication, recommended both by the Scrip- Wei 
ture, and the Practice of all Ages; I ſhall'take beer 
his Lordſhip's advice, and (m) i» pity forbear to of t] 


mention the Nord. Tho? it will be with ſome o- d. 


ther reſentment, that J ſhall mention the names of beh 
thoſe who have by the moſt Solemn Engage- 
ments, bound themſelves to exerciſe an Autho- 


rity which they openly diſclaim. * 
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Some farther Remarks upon his Lordhhip's 
Anſwer to the Repreſentation. 


I T has been ſhown in the foregoing Chapters, 
1 that his Lordſhip bath in his Sermon denied 
all Authority to the Church both generally aid | 
r. and conſequently that it is not trulj ſhi 
affirmed by his Lordſhip, - that he hath denied the 
#0 Authority, but abſolute Authority. But were . 
this the whole of the Caſe, tho the Committes ſuc 
would be ſufficiently vindicated as to the firſt on 
Branch of their Charge, yet his Lordſhip would | 1 


1732 : 
be ſomewhat pardonable. To uſe Words which, 
according to à nice and accurate conſtruction, 
expreſs a great deal more than a Man intends, 
is a failing, .which in ſome degree or other, is 
common to moſt Writers ; and notwithſtanding - 
the Matter treated of by his Lordſhip, is of fuck 
weight and importance, as required him to haye 
been particularly careful not to fall into Miſtakes 
of this kind; I ſhould nevertheleſs be very rea- 
dy to admit of the Plea of Humane Frailty on his 
behalf, could I but ſee that there is any room for 
it, bone much rather deſirous, that he ſhould 
be found to have been «wary in his Expreſſions, 
than not Orthodox in his Opinions But upon a ſe- 
rious, and (as I hope) impartial examination of 
the whole of what his Lordſhip has ſaid upon 
this head, in his ray to the Repreſentation, 
I am verily perſuaded, that it is his. Lordſhip's 
real Sentiment, that the Church hath zo Au- 
thority, and conſequently that it was in his Ser- 
mon, his Intention to deny that ſhe hath azy. 
The Reaſons why I am thus perſuaded, I ſhall 
briefly Tubjoin, humbly ſubmitting them xo his 
Lordſhip's, and to my Readers confideration. 
In the firſt place then, I obſerve that his Lord- 
ſhip hath no where in his Anſwer, owned that 
the Church hath any Authority; on the contra- 
ry, the moſt favourable Paſſages carry with them 
ſuch an Air of reſervedneſs, as would incline any 
one rather to believe it to be his Opinion, that 
ſhe hath'»»»e, than that ſhe hath ay. At p. 25. 
(which Paſſage has been already cited, Chap. 1.) 
his Lordſhip, 'as you may remember, after hav» 
ing ſaid, that he had denied no Authority, hut ab- 
Leo hay 
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polute Authority, adds, IF in the C hriſtian Church 
| there be an Authority in Superiors properly ſo called, 
I. e. (for this is what his Lordſhip means) an 

4 Authority properly ſo called in Superiors I am, 
KF notwithſtanding any thing I have ſaid, as much at li. 
| berty to declare for it as themſelves, To the ſame 
| purpoſe, Chap. 1. Sect. 17. p. 87, Theſe Learn. 
1 ed Perſons can ſhew us, that there is 4 Rule, or an 
. Authority properly, ſo called in Eccleſiaſtical Go- 
vernours, whichis not abſolute ; that there are Ru- 

lers, and Judges in the viſible Church, properly 

ſpeaking, who are not abſolute, and there is an Obli- 
ation, properly /ggcalled, upon Inferiors, to ſubmit 
t0 Eccleſiaſtical es, which is not abſolute, 


F ar indiſpenſable ; or they cannot. they cannot; 
1 then it can be o Crime I hope, in the Judgment of 
b Chriſtians and Proteſtants, ſhowld it be granted up- 
on this Suppoſition, that in the Sermon, All Au- 
thority, All Rulers, and Judges in the viſible 
Church are laid aſide. If they can; as ſoon as they 
have plainly fixed this Point; Jam full as fres as 4. 
n f them elvec, to declare for Rule and Autho» 
'; Rulers, and 575 in the viſible Church, 
netwith{tanding all that I have declared againſt them, 
Ce. It is very certain I'think, that if in Swpe- 
riors there be not an Authority properly ſo called, 
there is in Superiors no Authority; and that if 
there be not in [»feriors an Obligation properly ſo 
called, to ſubmit to Eccleſiaſtical Deciſions, there 
is no Obligation; I will therefore leave it to any 
one to judge, whether theſe Paſſages do not diſ- 
cover in his Lordſhip a ſecret Perſuaſiqn, that 
there is not in Superiors any Authoriſj, and that 
there lies upon Jaferiors no Obligation to ſubmit 
0 


— 


of 9 3 FR , o - = — TY \ l 
l \ k | 13 _ 19 = * 1 — 8 +. r 4 — 
| p =y N - . * = 11 4 ö 9 g i [ 9 — 
* vY _ p N N * 2 & p 
l 7 TY " 8 * ; 
2 l £ _ l - = o N — \ —" aw . AM mm = _ 3 = * 
— , —ñ—— —————— — p ]⏑— , —]§—¹1d . . — ˙²ůmY—— X. ‚⏑e ——_ — — — — — — — — * — * = — 
— — — — — — — ͤ́ꝗ— — — — — — — — — — — — — — 
— 
% - 


76 1 


0 eclehaftical Dpeißons Fb why elfe ſhonll 
his Lordſhip ſo cautiouſly at every turn, inſere 
the. Words e 0 called, Which had never 
1 uſed - LG Oppoſers? And why 
ſhould he 4 ' kis Defenſe, upon 
hat the — Dodd have to fay upon this 
Subject, and not upon any thing which could. 
de Offered by bil, Had his Lordſhip been 
erily perſuaded that there could be, and war, in 
he durch an Auctority which is not abſolute, 
it would have beew natural for him to have faid 
0; for Ris Lo T preſum is not yet arrived 
o ſuch a Fondneſa of ſingularity, as to affect ta 
de · thought more Heterodox!than he really is, 
ad thertfodeis muſt be ſuppoſed, that he would 
have taken the moſt effectual Method he poſſi 
diy could, ta haue removed the Imputation he 
lay under, of . an Enemy to al Authori 
had he not been conſcious to himſelf, that 
75 deſerved it. I muſt farther add; that his 
ſhip upon this gu ion, ' ought i» juſtice! 
0 the Co ſe; to have declared himſelf in fœvour of 
r It i - true, the Queſtjon between him 
and the er, was, whether he had' denied 
all Authority. & che Church or not, and conſe- 
quently it would (I grant,) have been a ſuffici 
ent anſwer. to their Charge, to have proved that 
he had denied. no Authority but abſolute Authos 


but the Commurree.?- Or was the Skreening him 
ſelf from Cenſure, the only Hy Fc Wi take 
care about? Certainly it was 4 Duty incumbent 
upon him as a 1 and a Biſhop, as well to 
fangen peur by all poſſible, means to "I 


rity, But had his Lordſhip no buſineſs with any 
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that Scandal which had been given to multitude. 
of others by his, at leaft ſeemingly, ſtrang 
Doctrines; and I ſuppoſe no body needs to h 
informed, which would have been the moſt pre 
per means in order to this end, to have told u 
openly and poſitively, that the Church has | ſom 
Authority, . and what that Authority is, or ti 
anſwer only by Negative Aſſentiune, which an 
one may ſafely do, and would indeed naturally 
chuſe to do, who owns 10 1 has 3 
Mind to deal with more Pradenee Sincerity 
I cannot in the leaſt doubt, but his Lordſhip was 
thoroughly ſenſible of all this; and — 1 
cannot but look upon this Reſervedneſs, as al: 
tacit confeſſion of the thing laid to his Charge 
and I am under very ſtrong Apprehenſions, Ra 
whenever the Committee ſhall think fit ro fix this 
Point of Church-Authority, his:Lordſhip will i 
occaſion ſerves, make uſe of; that Hiberty which 
he ſays he is under, of declaring fur it, after ano- 
ther ſort of manner, than that in which he now 
ſeems willing the World ſhould: believe, he 
would declare hynſelf, 1 919 4 
But ro do his Lordſhip juſtice,. he has not all. 
together diſſembled the matter. For we have 
here and there (Where one would not readily 
expect, and muſt look narrowly, to find them) tion 
a Paſſage or two dropt, which are as full againſt Ilie 
4 Authority as poſſible. At p. 337. he de- Hratit 
clares under the Perſon of an Hareſt Man, and WW: 
true Proteſtant, that he Could nat have been of this the 
Church, (i. e. of the Church of England) F the N h 
Deciſions of Human Authority. properly . ſa culleũ, ay 
could have claimed the Regard: of Chriſtians," At 
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12. he lays about him moſt vehemently '\a-+ 

inſt al Authority, as the greateſt and muſt irre- 
oy) woe N to Truth, that this World ever jet 
Wd out, ſince it was in Being. Amongſt the 
any Miſchiefs laid to its Charge, (which by 
e way, have ariſen not barely from Authority, 
t from the abuſe of Authority, or rather not 
om Authority ar all, but from unjuſt and ty- 
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y evils I ſay, wherewith Human Authority in 
eligion ſtands charged) this is one, viz. That 
is an Enemy to all Reformation, and. that it 
teſts with the Church of England the Founda- 
on upon which it ſtands. And this it ſeems, 
il forever, and every where be the effect, whether 
t be exerciſed in a greater degree, or in a leſs; 
or he ſays, that the calling in the _— of mere 
Authority, even qgainſt trifles in Religion, will by 
uncut ſenſible degrees, come to the very ſame iſſue that it 
Jas been ever hitherto ſeen to end in. So that it 
eems his Lordſhip is not for calling in the Af 
iſtance of Authority in any caſe where Religion 
5 concerned; nor would he have any regard mo 
0 the Deciſions of Humane Authority fo 
led, and that becauſe if any regard 
'Wuch- Deciſions, it mult deſtroy the very Founda- 
tion upon which the Church of England ſtands 
He that will not accept of this, as a plain Decla- 
ration againſt a Church- Authority, let him 
truſt ; but I fancy, had his Lordſhip placed 
theſe Paſſages in the ſame view, with thoſe 
wherein he has pretended to excuſe himſelf, by 
laying that he had denyed no Authority, but 
"a | Albſolute 
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annical Uſarpations cover'd over, and Sanctify- 
by the name of Authority; amongſt the ma- 
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alſolute Authority, there would have been yer 
few Readers ſo dim Sighted, as not immediately 
to have diſoovered the Groſsnels of the Fallacy. 
Io proceed now from Generals to Partic 1 
lars. There are (as I have already ſhewn) but 
Two Inſtances. of Authority claimed by thei; 
Church of England. The one is a Right tl 
make Laws in indifferent Matters relating te 
J Religion and the Worſhip of God. The othe 
a Right to judge Offenders, and to exclude then 
| from her Society. And both theſe his Lordfhighff 
has, I think, given us very plain Proofs that he 
_ diſowns. For, eh 
| 1. As to the Power of Legiſlation, he ſays ex 
_  prefly, that he (2) knons of NO: Church Authority 
4 to OBLIGE ANY Chriſtians to EXTERNAL 
COMMUNION, i. e. he knows of 0 Power that 
amy in the Church can of Right have: over-others, to 
oblige them to any one particular external Man- 
ner of religious Worſhip. Now *tis. certain, I 
think, that if there be not in the Church a Pow. 
er which ſhall oblige ſore Chriſtians to ſore 
certain external Manner of religions Worſhip, 
_ . the Church can have no Right to make Laws 
= relating to religious Worſhip.. For 4 Right of 
= making Laws on the one hand there can never 
be, - where an Obligation to obey: thoſe: Laws on 
the other can never follow. What his Lordſhip Ii 
1 that there is not any thing to de- 
termine Men (to external Communion) but their 
omn Conſciences, after the beſt Uſe of their own Fa- 
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(e) Anſw. to the Repreſ. Chap. 1. Sect. 22. p. 112. 
e culties, 


R 
ties, N i fen much puzazled to under. 
tand. For this in ſome Senſe is true, and withal 
cry conſiſtent with ſuppoſing a Power in others 
>» oblige- to external Communion. For upon 
Suppoſition that Chriſt hath veſted any Men in 
he Church with this Power, it is my own Con- 
Wi-nce or Judgment that mult determine me, 
yhether thoſe who take upon themſelves to im- 
doſe upon me Terms of Communion, are thoſe 
erſons. Again, ſeeing this Power of impoſing 
erms of Communion is limited to indifferent 
Matters, it is my own Conſcience or Judgment alle 
hat muſt determine me, whether the Terms 
mpoſed by them be lawful or not. So that you 
e 1 am all this while determined to external 
ommunion wholly by my own Conſcience, that 
it is my own Judgment alone which informs 
ne, amidſt the Variety of external Methods of 
eligious Worſhip, which of them I am obl:ged 
o follow. But , ſeeing his Lordſhip had: fo - 
ully declared againſt al! Church Authority to 
"I BLIGE others to external Communion, in the for- 
ver Part of the Sentence, I ſoon began to ſuſpect 
hat ſomething very different from this muſt be 
1 the latter. And that which moſt rea- 
lily offered it ſelf to me upon this Occaſion is 
his, viz. That his Lordſhip, by ſay ing that 


155 len are to be determined to external Commu- 
4 ion wholly by their own Conſciences, would give us 
1... underſtand, that Chriſtians are at Liberty, 


ithout any manner of Regard had to the Injunctions 
dt their Spiritual Governonrs, to join themſelves 
o am Communion that they themſelves ſhall 
oft approve of, and that even tho the I 
d 0 
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of Communion impoſed by them may lawfully b 
complied with. I was much confirmed in thi 
=_ Suſpicion upon recollecting an Obſervation of hi 
=  Lord{hip upon the 2oth Article of our Churc 
= which his Lordſhip hath ſo explained as to { 
all Chriſtians upon an equal Foot, and to' tak 
away all Authority in one above another to fy 
and determine the external Manner of religiou 
Worſhip. The Article declares, that the Churq 
hath Power to decree Rites or Ceremonies, and Auth 
rity in Controverſies of Faith. Theſe Words hi 
Lordſhip (b) begs may be interpreted conſiſtently wil 
the ſtated and conſtant Profeſſions of the Reformer 
fo as not to deſtroy the Reformation, nor the mai 
Defign of thoſe who drew it ap. A very reiſonabl 
and neceſſary Rule of Interpretation withou 
doubt! And to ſhew you how religiouſly he him 
ſelf was reſolved to obſerve it; what does h 
do? Why, he goes on forthwith to interpre 
them in a manner «tterly inconſiſtent both wit! 
the Deſign, the Profeſſions; and Practite of the R 
' formers | Let it, ſays he, be remembred, that THI 
CHURCH having before been defined to be © 
« Congregation of faithful Men (that is, Belie 
« pens, which the pure Word of God i 
4“ preached, c. Whatever is affirmed ( 
THE CHURCH, or THE AUTHORITY of t 
CHURCH, muſt be ſuppoſed to be affirmmed NOW 
QF ANY PARTICULAR PERSONS, but of thiff 
WHOLE CONGREGATION , which is declared 


70 be FHE CHURCH, Mult it ſo, my Lord | 
O hid; sech. 16. p. 8% 85+ chat 
10 Why or 


Bets I 371 „ 
why PR nge it k Armed f the Church; g 
that A . to decree Rites and Ceremonies 
the Meaning of this muſt he ſuppoſed 
not that am particular Perſons in the — | 


have a Power to decree Rite: and Ceremonies; buy 
that the whole Congregarion has this Power. I 


5 Kid, vz: That his Lord. AM 


oy hath taken away all Authority in one Chri- 
ſtian above another to preſcribe Laws ou the 
external Manner of religious 'Worſhip Can 


any thin be more plain, than that he he lie 2 
e Number or. . ion of 


Chriſtians, to fix upon ſuch Rites and Ceremonies  _ 


by mutual Agreement, as they Wall think fi? 
But if his Lordſhip muſt needs call in Advocatzs 
bo ſupport . his Opinion, let him go to the Lade: 

pendents,” and not pretend to ſhelter liimſelf un- 
der the venerable Names of our Reformens, 


which is an In e them, and to the Fruth ast 


_ ſame tne . 1 yo - 
cles '( tle of them ſpeci were ſet 
deen vr 


be whole Bbdy of theſe Arti- 


to the avoiding "Diverſities of 'Qpir | 


ons, and the e bs OI touching © 

true Relioig rgion, Jo Ade 22 particular 
was manifeſtly intended to — jo People of 
the Authority of their Governours td pre- 
cribe to 4255 Rites and Ceremonies, hereby to 
prevent that Confuſion which mult neceſlarily 


have ariſen, if every Man had been left abſot 


utely to his own Tibet in this Caſe, and to 
abliſh throughotit the whole Nation one re 
1 dar and uniform Manner of religious Worſbip. 

his Article therefore is ſo far from teaching 
that particular Perſons in the Church have e 


hy rower to decree Rites and Ceremonies, that the 


AY and * Conte faken of it is, that 25 


* - « J 
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laue. If his Lordſhip will perſiſt to maintain the 
ceontrary, I muſt deſire him to give me the Senſe 
of that part of the 34th Article, wherein it is de- 
dlared/ that whoever: through his PRIVATE 
arr ENT willingly and purpoſely doth- open! 
break the Traditions and Ceremonies 4 the Church, 
which be not repugnant to the Mord of Gd, ought to 
be:#ebuked as he that offendeth againſ# the common 
Order of the Church. ] muſt alſo deſire him to 
inform me what ſort of Authority that muſt be, 
which al Chriſtians have in common one with 
another; and likewiſe, upon What Foot the Hi. 
Pops and Clergy of this Nation went, when they 
ſertled an Eccleſiaftical Government among us, and 
_ did-rhem/elves preſcribe: Rites and Ceremontes, to 
the 'People——But 1--perceive-;plainly that his 
Lordſhip's Notions are to be {et up at any rate; 
and neither Articles, nor Creeds,, nor the Goſpel it 
ſelf to be ſpared when they ſtand in his way: N 
By this time I ſuppaſe my Reader is fully fa- 
| _ tisfied, that I do not wrong his Lordſhip, when 
I ay, that his Deſign in teaching that Men are 
to be determined to External Communion wholly 
by their own Conſciences, was not to guard 
them ozly againſt an abſolute Submiſſion to a im- 
ed Terms of Communion, but to ſet them looſe 
n all manner ef Regard to the- Injunctions o 
ttheir Spiritual Governours, as having uo Right to 
ſettle the External Modes or Circumſtances of reli 
= Worſhip. And after this, I do not in the 
ſt wonder to find his Lordſhip every where 
treating outward Order and Decency in the Warſhip 
of God, with the utmoſt Contempt. 5 8 
ſays he, all this proceeds from aur por wor ly Nati 
ons of Order and Decency-—If alkCbriflians d 
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this is HE Point to 


; for he that 


= | ma Why, ſo it ſeem his 


#14. < Bux 
oY bar oe 
en Di- 
#74) (T8 Fabia 
ion) oh e Head uncoue 
1 ay hed, Head: 
19 5 "by % he co 1 Bits 9, 
n the Od: ef — Wich Circum 
9 851 (ihe former ly, "Gat be heveſfs 


os the teſetvin one Ent of Rel 10 
Ht Woke Kings Hb Wyre 


lied by 


De ag tl e Ls 
{1 take Place, (an T 
hete where they cantiot ? 

centy td be prele ved. 
che Church, (frail as tl 


[hat this Gr 
2 the ob 
my; 


adges ts is orderly and . | 
ip; aßd that therefSte Salma 9 5 heir Hav 
tons ought-ro be urged, Aid thatto6,” 3 


33 4b not to How 1 x 1 * 


there Order and. De. | 


1 


cy ip Lewin ies Mare Mace 
| ant. s, his Lordſhip means (as I-fuppoſe 
de does mater obſelutel * Lenz whe: 
tler tbey will comply With or not, with- 
oat bariog wy Repud 10 ther ede r = 
the Lawfwneſs.or Unianfulneſs of SOIL = 
mand. Nor am I at all moved' w 
Lordſhip is pleaſed farther 3 
to Weaken the Force of this Teat) wie, 
= 1 5 5 
which was naceſſary in A 
the manner reg hos ar fe? dr ene neſs am 
Holineſs, and all. the 21 ee 2 
der out Excommunications or Denunciations 
God's Ererual Wrath againſt any who ſbould tran{greſs - 
in this Point. For tho? tis true, that Matters 
of Order and Decency are of a Kind much infer» = 
Gel, 290 chi tay cnn Divino Frere at 
„as to think any one Divine to 
beneath my. — * and therefore let Rites and 
Ceremonies in Religion be 1 gent 4 linle: — 
portance 2 2 et enjo 
me in Virtue of a general Rule laid don in the | 
Goſpel, I ſhall (withbut looking for an y. particu. 
far Denunciation of God's Wrath) chil: it my 
Duty to comply with them, as knowing that 
thofe who out of a perverſe and obſt inate Spirit · 
do refuſe to compl th them, and thereby di- 


all choſe gemral Denunciations, whichlye againſt 
thoſe who brea his Commaadimenrs. 811 

But it is IE Buſineſs at. this time to en- 
oſs the Duty of Iferiors in the Church, 


2 riors in fuch Points. What 
f bent ler, a 


5 al 
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ſturb the Peace of Chriſt's Church, are ſubject io 


N * 
1 
e. 3 


F HSE tn abun oe - 


. b ——_— 7” — od 
W 
2 < 1 


= * 9 
= - 
S *, ew 
. & - © 
* 


be viould have tald us of any 
then I would have believed hy him to haue been ſin 


i ſhow, that ſo great iphis Lordſkiip's Zeal again ; 


hae could not forbear to pervert one of the plaineft 8 
* Texts in the whole Bible, and that for no other 


ad the Reſult of "Judgment al Coeions, I 


25 Bo of his Eſleem upon Things, which accon- 


* you may be able to un LE 5 


"11. 


the Neceſſity of ou, Order-ahd:Decexcy, char 


1 than becauſe it ſpeaks! ! in Favour of it. 


The name of o Uniformity I perceive is be- 
come his Lordſhip's peculiar Averſion, and that 


to ſo tee, that even whilſt he ſeerms 
to enk well aN he moſt bitterly reviles it. Af 


- that Uniformity in the different Congregations of vr 


fame. Land, which. is. the. Effect of «a willing C 


1 14 
ever eſteem — Eſteem? Ho-]? Why, 70 45 190 


Degree as it can claim. And hem high this 15, 


E may judge by the Reaſon his Lordſhip has 
n leaſed to give us wh he elteems it, Which 


d indeed very extraordinary, and deſerves your 
ce ſpecial Notice. It: is then, becai e'whilſt it is ſo 
_ priochr? 


4, it can ni vr either injure 2 Societ 
r Learning —— s Thiloſoph 5 
ormi 
becauſe. it does ne Hat! I ſhould have been 900 
Good tit does, and 


cere in what he profeſſes. But as it is, I can look 
upon this ſeeming Commendation of orward Uni 
formity,. no othetwiſeithan as a good- genteel ue 
of abbſing ir. For I can ſcarce believe his Lor 

hip to be of ſo eaſy a Diſpoſi ion, as to plate. 4. 


to his own Auoount of them are worth even 
ju; nothing at all, If it be conſidered; farth er 


all this is ſpoken gf ſuch.atUniformity as ig i 
felt of ok Chit and the 4 5 of Fad 


and. 65 e Lenne 


\ 


"© $1. 


719 rom hence eaſily gueſs what he thinks of F; 
nformity procured by, and maintained in 
Obedience to Human Authority, But there is no 


res in the iſe. His Lordſhip 


room for Conjectu 
tells us plainly a very few Lines after, that to in-. 
ſift upon theſe (i. e. outward Order and Decency) / 
by Virtue 0 ef in ſome, is ——contrary to 
the profeſſed Deſign and eclarations of the Goſpel of 
Jeſus Chriſt. ' Al Authority is mere Authority; 
and I ſhould deſire no ſtronger! Proof that Chriſt 
hath given to none Authority to make Laws re- 
lating to Orden and Decency, if it were true, that 
to inſiſt upon Order and Derency by Virtus of Au,t 
rity in any,” were contrary t to the Deſign and De · 
fr clarations of the Goſpel. | 

h And now after ſuch lai Declarations: as theſe 
apainſt al Humane Authority, even in Indifferent 


upon Rites and Ceremonies appointed for Order 
and Decency in the Worſhip of: God; I am no 
longer at a loſs to know, what his Lordſhip? 8 No- 
tions both of 'Uniformity and Conformity are. 
And I think, I ſee very Pain, what chez Gar 
dy Figure are ed out by modern Fancy and I 
nation is, which gives his Lordſhip ſo much I 
fence, and which (as he inſinuates) is now miſ- 
Peri for the only true, Original Church ꝙ Eng · 
an 
2. We are now come to the other [Inſtance 
of Authority, claimed by the Church of England, 


vid. The Authority of Judging and Cenſurin OF 
fenders. ' As to which, Year Wich his Lordſhip 


— been * to declare for, is (as you have 
ſeen in the foregoing aur a 9 in all 
Chriſtians to. ſee open wicke 7 — 4g wille 
1 Si ro be n Gy ' Law "Ind 75 
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Matters; and ſo many good Words beſtowed _ 


© Lordſhip, I thank him, is pleaſed to Own. But 


= For as his Lordſhip confeſſes, and Reaſon tells 
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***. | 
torious Sinner unworthy of being acknowledged by 
tem as @ Brother. That is, (as. his Lordſhip ex; 
preſſes himſelf a little before) he declares, that 
every Man will judge him to he a Murderer, 
why tales away his Neighbours Life unjuſtly; and 
Vm to be an uncharitible Man, who never does ay 
Ad of Charity; and every Chriſtian has @ right ty 
ſhew hir Senſe of theſe Open Sins. All this his 


that this is not that Right of jadgig which is 
claimed by the Church of England, is manifeſt. 


vs, this judging is not at all Authoritative, either 

fo at to be peculiarly lodged in any ane part of Chri- 
'  ſtians over another, or ſo as at all to affect rhe Sai. 
wation of the Perſon'thus judged, and his Condition 
as to the' Favour of God. His Lordſhip therefore 
here owns Judging, but not 4: any 4 of 


Judging.” But the Judging I am now [pea 

of * aimed 65 . hats of EA 1 55 
Authority of Judging, 1. e. it is a Power ſuppoſed 
to be lodged in fome Chriſtians over ' others, to 
judge of their Behaviour, and to paſs'Sentence up- 
on them deciſively; not indeed ſo as to deter. 
mine the Condition of thoſe others, with reſpect 
to the Favour of God, but ſo as to determine 
. their Conditions with! reſpect to eternal Com. 
munion, as has before been explained. The 
.. Queſtion being thus ſtated, we muſt next ſee 
What his Lordſhip's Opinion is, concerning ſuch 
an Authority as this; and the he has not de- 
elared himſelf fo plainly upon this Point, as he 
has upon the former, yet he has IL think, given 
us ſufficient Reaſon to believe, that he owns 
no ſuch Authority. For, tit n;he 
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1 His Lordſhip zd endeavours to c n- 


ceal his Opinion as to this particular. This on 


have already ſeen in part, and may more fully 
be 0 of b What he ſays p. 47. J 


10 deny all ſuch, vilible Humane, Authority 4 
judging, as can affett the Salvation of Men 
to leave the Church without am viſible Humane 


Authority to judge — I -confeſs I have done 

1 if THE T hold. am Led 14 — 

this ; or if they maintain that there may be Autho- 
ET 


rity or Right to judge — in quite another Senſe . 
then THE T cannot THEMSELVES con- 
ceive the Paſſages cited by them, to tend to. 


ALL Government Diſcipline in the Church 4 


f Chriſt. Tow, ſee 7 . Lord- 
1p puts the illue obey,” Upon 
what TH ET the Committee will affirm, . con- 
cerning the, Authority of Judging. But why ſo? 

It may reaſonably be demanded of his Lordſhi 
give an account of this part of, his Conduct, 
he only Account that I am able to give of at, 
is, that he owns NO Authority of Jain either 
in the Senſe in which alone he pretends. to have 
denied it, or 4 | 
could not honeſtly have declared his Opinion, 
without confeſſing the thing laid to his Charge. 
I am the more confirmed in this, by the man- 
ner wherein he has managed this part. of the 
bate againſt Dr. Sherlock. The Dean had ſaic 
that the CHURCH hes a Right to judge ef the 
Behaviour of Chriſtians, with 'reſpeit to the \Laws 
G manifeſtly meaning thereby, that the 
Church hath Authority, to determine the Condition 
of her Members, with reſpect to external Com- 
munion. In anſwer to this, the r 
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other, and that therefore he 
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. contending for a ſort of Jua ing, which is not 


Authoritative, and then tells him, that he con- 
tradicts nothing which he has affirmed: And 
let any one judge, whether this alter ing the 


State 'of the Queſtion, could proceed from any 


other Cauſe, but the utmoſt unwillingneſs to 
declare his Opinion ? And what could be the 
Cauſe of this unwillingneſs, but an inward con- 
vict ion that he owned o ſuch Authority, as Dr. 
Sherlock was contending for, in oppoſition to 
him ? 72 Fg ns 2 
2. The Caſe of the inceſtuous Corinthian as 
determined by St Paul, which has ever been 
thought a deciſive Argument for ſuch an Autho- 
rity as I am now opp. of, his Lordſhip (after 
his uſual manner) has taken ſome Pains to ſhow, 
to be nothing to thg purpoſe. F) I Queſtion, 


ſays he, whether any thing can certainly be argued 
from the proceedings of St. Paul aud the Corinthian 


| Charch in this Caſe, (i. e. in the caſe of the Ince- 


Fuous Perſon) but where all Circumſtances are pa- 
rale! . Nor do T know of any ſort Excommu- 
nication ordinarily practiced, either in this, or any 


.. orher Churches, which can be juſtified by it. 


Judge here again, how well affected that Man 
muſt be to a Cauſe, who will endeavour, and 


that without any manner of occaſion given him, 


to ſmother the moſt conſiderable Evidence it has 
on its fide. I ſay the moſt confiderable Evident, 
for I ſhall ſtill beg leave to call this Inſtance, ax 
Evidence on the ſide of Excommunication, in Spite 
1. Lordihip's cavillings againſt it. An 
Apoſtle airetting; the whole Congregation Joyn- 
ing; and 1 4 0 a preſent mira- 
ws ejfect of ths Sentence "conſequent. upon Ph 


eee 


1 
S ot Manor, ſays he; be 
con. Diſcipline of any Church. But why ſo? 


And Ir this worthy Reaſon, vit, becauſe no Cafe 
the Wn now happen which ſhall agree with this 25 
ANY Nery Circumſtancce. That is to ſay, becauſe for 

3 to Wltancey there is not an Apoſtle nom alive to di. 
the Net, who ſhall be excommunicated, and becauſe # 
On- ¶ preſent miraculous effect does not follow the Sen- 
Dr. W:ce of Excommunication, therefore, Excom- 
to Wunication cannot be juſtifyed by this Inſtance! 


hy did not his Lordſhip. proceed a little ſur- 
icated, was Iuceſtuous; and the Perſons direct 
nd plead from hence that this Inſtance can juſ- 
nd that #6 where, but at Corinth ? But does his 


.ordſhip ſee any conſequences in this way of 
rguing ? If he does, I mult beſeech him never 


ow alive to direct in one Caſe, any more than 
n another, and conſequently; this fir/# Obje&ioh 

equally ſtrong againſt any Inference of this 
ind . drawn from their Example. The lf 
Objection, relates only to the ht of Excom- 


ech was a yreſent bodily puniſhment, miraculouſly 


luch an'efe# now, againſt Excommunication it 


. for his Lordſhip's diſoovery. And whereas his 
'a- Lordſhip has mentioned a third Circumſtance, 


wer, that thys Ciccumſtance-ever may concur 
N i $57 - wee #6 8+» WF.> 4 #4 : an 
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er, and ſay that the Perſon to be Excommu- 
d to Excommunicate him, were Corinthians; 


fie Excommunication in 0 other Caſe, but this, 


ore to pretend to juſtify any thing at all by the 
practices of the Apoſtles ; an Apoſtle is not 


unication, which as his Lord{hip has obſerv. 


nflicted upon the Offender; but that any Ar- 
gument ſhould poſſibly lye, from the want of 


, is I preſume a Secret, reſerved p<culiarly 


viz, That of the whole Congreyation joiniyg, I an- 


. 
% 


and always does-concur with Excommunicatin 
28 praQticed in all Churches, ſo far as it. 
concur in the Caſe of the Coriniriey Chu 
now- before us. For the whole Congregati 
joined in the Excommunication no other wiſe thi 
© Witneſſes to che Sentener paſſed, which Culid, 
ever has been, and is every where 'abſerved ut 
this Day. That a formal Sentence was paſſed upd... 
the incaſtuous Perſons his Lordſhip-owns, and Miz 1 
clear from the Hiſtory, it ſelf; for it was what; 
they were gathered together, that he was to be 
livered unto Satan. Now that this Sentence was 
be paſſed by the Governours ot that Church, 
by ſome Body or other appointed iy them, a; 
not by the whole Congregation, is a point too pla 
of it elf, to need to be inſiſted upon. it 
The Truth of the matter, as I take it, lk 
ere, The Practice of the Apoſtles is a ful 
cient juſtification of a like practice in tif 
Church after them, in all Cafes where the Re 
fon of that Practice is the fame, and whe! 
| there is nothing in the natute ef the Thin 
which makes the immediate direct ion of an Ap 
the to become 2 Here we have an I. 
ſtance of an Apoſtle, directing the Governou 
of a particular Church to pronoumce à funn 
Sentence of Excommunicat ion * à not 
rious Offender, by which he ſhould be adjudgal. 
as cut off from the Society, or Fellowſhip n 
a | Chriſtians. The Reaſon of this Practice | 
_ .  manileſtly always the ſame. The nature of th 
Oaſe is ſuch, as does by no means require. th 
immediate direction of an A le. Seven in 1 
Opinion of this Apoſtle himſeſ. Bor as I undet 
Rand the ad Verle of this Chapter, the Apoſi 
blames them, that the wicked Perſon was * 
111 : 6 | 
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t 1. 


taten away from among them. Beſid ene, 
1 us „ 


caſſarily. tequires the Ditection of an Apoſtle? 
What! a Man ſhould be a oper" She of Er 
mmunication, . e. that he thaild deſerve.cote 
communicatod, it is en \ that he has v- 
 viclatedtheLaws of the pel; and of this 
| rely any Man may judge, as well as an A 
Thus Rands the Caſe g; and now 1 


is Infance will Bot ſuf cently juſtify the ordinary | 


Wh /cipling of the Church, with reſpect to Offenders, 


be eye any reaſonable and unprejudiced Man to 


xv _mn — But eee Digreſſtaa 
Herve, 

3. That his Lordſhip, 454 underftand kim 
tl, has oe ſeveral Things incankiftens 
ith this Adrborsty of Judging which Lam nom 


erde de T'o make you Fnbloof which, 4 


Wauſt premiſe;\ that if ane *. Jud 
„%s we ſuppoſe, peculiarly: 
lriftians over onbers, i. r. in t @ — | 
/Church,- it follows. pla inly that none of aht 
Bien, Clergy ought to reiuſe to any Ciſtian 
Ie uſual Tokems of Church Communion; in Qppe- 
on co the Judgwent and Director Of their Sap 
int; and that no privute (Chriſtian ought to 
at or uſe znother 4 exehmmunicats, , who! is 
xx by the Governeors of the; Church ben, A 
to be $6) Bechuſe to alle f He contrary 
is to pus the Power: of adeing intœavs- 


— e. Hands; ie Suppoſitioa it 


uſt "ceaſe! im an reſpect to be gui htνν,t 
nd yet this Paackle⸗ SF ordſhip ſeems plainly 


"7 — he ſays, e — des mar 
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4 doubt bat the 1 and Uſefulneſs of the thing 
4 4 ſuſficient Juſtification of ANT riſtians,” 
; | 42 Mark upon the open Inmor and Witkes 


profeſſed Chriſtians, EVE N' BT RE 
Ac -T0 THEM 4 bECULIAR TUNE 
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